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USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Appeals Court Rules Police Internet Sting Was Entrapment_

29th June 2000

A man convicted of conspiracy to have sex with children was
ordered released from prison by the Ninth US Circuit Court
of Appeals, which ruled that police had entrapped him.

A three-judge panel found that Mark Poehlman had been lured
and manipulated by an undercover agent. The agent offered
a long-term relationship if Poehlman would agree to teach
the agent's three little girls how to have sex.

The agent contacted Poehlman through an Internet service
for people with "alternative" sexual identities, according
to the court.

"There is surely enough real crime in our society that it
is unnecessary for our law enforcement officials to spend
months luring an obviously lonely and confused individual
to cross the line between fantasy and criminality," Judge
Alex Kozinski wrote Tuesday.

Judge Kozinski noted that Poehlman was lonely when he saw
the ad by agent "Sharon" in 1995. He had been divorced by
his wife and forced into early retirement by the Air Force
after failing to control a cross-dressing compulsion.

Poehlman responded to "Sharon", indicating he was looking for
a long-term relationship leading to marriage. The two
exchanged several e-mails in which "Sharon" hinted that she
wanted Poehlman to have sex with her daughters. She later
made it clear that if he did not, their communication would
end.

Over the next six months, she prompted him to describe in
graphic detail how he would have sex with her children.

Poehlman was arrested in 1996 after he travelled to
California to meet "Sharon" and the children. He spent
120 days in jail, then pleaded no contest to state
child-sex charges on the condition that he be released.

In 1998, he was convicted on federal charges of crossing
state lines to have sex with a minor. He was sentenced to
over 10 years in prison. He is now expected to be released
within a week.

Poehlman's attorney, Edward M. Robinson, said the ruling
would discourage authorities from targeting homosexuals
and bisexuals in their trawl for alleged pedophiles.

"You can't rely on antiquated prejudice and come to the
conclusion that, if you have an interest in alternative,
non-heterosexual sex, you are predisposed to have an
interest in children,'' he said.

The U.S. attorney's office declined to comment.

The Ninth US Circuit Court of Appeals has jurisdiction
over federal courts in California and eight other Western
states.

-----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

June 30, 2000

_Supreme Court Rules Nudity Consent Law Is Unconstitutional_

MADISON, Wisconsin -- The state Supreme Court overturned
the conviction of Scott L. Stevenson who videotaped his
ex-girlfriend without her knowledge while she undressed,
saying the law under which he was prosecuted is
unconstitutional.

The 4-year-old law unconstitutionally bars all visual
expression of nudity without explicit consent, including
political satire and newsworthy images, the court found.

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_When pediatricians become politicians_

June 28th 2000

William Edwards thought he was taking his 12-year-old son
Matt for a routine physical examination required for the
boy to attend camp.

But he was put off by a series of questions by pediatrician
Dr. Thomas F. Long of the San Ramon Valley Primary Care
Medical Group in California.

According to Edwards, Dr. Long asked his son what kinds of
movies he watched at home, what he had for dinner the night
before his visit and if his friends' families had guns in
the house. The doctor also noted that Matt had not received
a Hepatitis B immunization.

Edwards explained his reservations about the shot, saying
the effects of the treatment on children are largely
unknown. Upon being offered information on the immunization
published by the American Academy of Pediatrics Edwards said
the AAP was "the fox guarding the hen house."

That was the end of Dr. Long's physician relationship with
the Edwards family. In a letter notifying the Edwardses
that he would be discontinuing care for their son, Dr. Long
said the father's statement "suggests a discontent for
standard preventative health care measures which
compromises our ability to provide satisfactory pediatric
care for your family. We cannot practice pediatrics in this
manner."

"We can no longer provide medical care for your family,"
Long wrote. Included with the letter was a release of
medical records to allow a transfer of records to another
physician. "In the interim, but for no more than 30 days,
we will provide emergency care only should the need arise."

The Edwardses were surprised by the doctor's decision.
Edwards said he was shocked by "the arrogance of the
medical profession and that they know better than us
how to raise our children."

"I'm concerned about privacy being whittled away," he said.
"He's making the arrogant statement that I have contempt
for what he thinks is proper and for what he thinks is good
for my children versus what I think is best for my
children."

"It's the parents' responsibility to make sure our children
are educated regarding these issues," added Mrs. Edwards.
"To me, it's a constitutional issue that they're taking
away our rights."

"I'm just not going to tolerate it," she continued. "This
comes down to society keeping tabs on children that they
think may be a future problem. ... We should be able to
object to certain treatments without being punished for
it."

Long was out of his office on Tuesday and unavailable to
comment.

While it might surprise the public that a doctor would
reject a patient over disagreement on social, political
and personal issues, a group of pediatricians is actively
promoting such selectivity.

Long is a member of the American Academy of Pediatrics. The
AAP's publication, _"The Role of the Pediatrician in Youth
Violence Prevention in Clinical Practice_,
[http://www.aap.org/policy/re9832.html] outlines specific
measures and various positions for which pediatricians
should advocate, including, "elimination of corporal punishment
as a recommended form of child discipline in all settings" and
"reduced availability or elimination of handguns in all
communities through handgun regulation and public education."

Among the screening criteria listed in the report to
identify "risk factors for violence among their patients"
are:

  + "family stresses that could lead to violence (e.g.,
unemployment, divorce, or death);

  + appropriate supervision and care and support systems
(e.g., child care arrangements, the family and social
network);

  + disciplinary attitudes and practices of the parents or
caregivers (particularly about corporal punishment and
physical/emotional abuse);

  + exposure to violence in the home (domestic violence or
child abuse), school, or community;

  + degree of exposure to media violence;

  + access to firearms (especially handguns) in their or a
neighbor's home, or the community."

Released in January 1999, the report has come under
scrutiny recently in California where a state legislator
attempted to codify its screening provisions. Purportedly
seeking a means for early identification of mental
disabilities requiring "special education", Assemblyman
Darrell Steinberg, D-Sacramento
[http://democrats.assembly.ca.gov/members/a09/default.htm]
introduced Assembly Bill 2068
[http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/bill/asm/ab_2051-2100/ab_2068
_bill_20000622_amended_sen.html] which, until last week,
outlined various criteria for mental health evaluations.

The first criterion listed was "a health and development
history, including recommendations set forth in policy
paper No. 'RE9832,' of the American Academy of Pediatrics,
dated January 1999."

Steinberg's bill was amended to remove the AAP provision,
and now requires physicians only to notify parents when
children may qualify for special education or other mental
health services. In addition, the bill suggests "a panel
of experts" convene under the auspices of the University of
California to develop screening criteria for mental health
evaluations.

Though Steinberg's bill no longer includes a reference to
the AAP violence prevention report, the Edwardses are
scheduled to testify today in a committee hearing of the
bill.

"I'm concerned about government bureaucrats making laws
about how parents should raise their children," Edwards
said. "And I'm also concerned about doctors who make an
assessment like this one about a parent who has six
grandchildren. ... We've raised a good family."

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

29th June 2000

_Paedophiles to be welcomed into church_

PAEDOPHILES will be allowed into congregations and
worshippers will not necessarily be told that they are
there, the Methodist conference decided yesterday.

The move is intended to create a "community of love,
forgiveness and reconciliation" for offenders. However,
the Church is to monitor offenders' integration into
congregations.

The Church set up a working group on the matter more than
two years ago and it reported to the conference, in
Huddersfield, West Yorks. It included a lawyer, a prison
chaplain and a former probation officer. They urged the
Church to accept that it was more appropriate to talk of
sex offenders as "recovering" rather than "recovered" or
"cured".

The commissioning of the report followed the decision of
conference not to allow people, ordained or lay, with
convictions or cautions for sex offences to hold Church
office. Members of the working group also backed the
Church's safeguarding procedures as being in the best
interests of children and young people, and also
individuals in the Church who have been cautioned or
convicted of sexual offences.

The procedures ensure that such people are chaperoned when
with children on Church premises and require them to sign
formal contracts declaring that they accept a range of
restrictions on the activities in which they can be
involved.

The report said around 25 per cent of those convicted of sex
offences attended prison chapels while serving their
sentences and that a large proportion wanted to continue in
faith on their release. It would be wrong, the report said,
to turn them away. The Church was well placed to help them.

Ideally, ministers might liaise with prison chaplains,
even arranging to visit a prisoner before release to
discuss joining the congregation. He stressed that these
matters would be dealt with "on a case-by-case basis". If
it became widely known that an offender was coming to the
area he might be hounded out.

-------------------------------------------------------------





USA: Civil Liberties:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Supreme Court reaffirms that police must read rights to suspects_

June 26th 2000

WASHINGTON -- In one of the most important criminal
law rulings in 34 years, the U.S. Supreme Court on Monday
reaffirmed a 1966 decision that ordered the police to
inform criminal suspects of their Miranda rights during the
arrest.

In a 7-2 vote decision, the nation's highest court refused
to strike down the Miranda decision and replace it with a
1968 federal law that allowed suspects' confessions to be
admitted in court even if they had not been apprised of
their Miranda rights.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Civil Rights: Internet Privacy:
-------------------------------------------------------------

29th Jun 2000

_RIP bill may be bypassed by a 20 year old technology_

Revelations that the RIP bill can be by-passed using
long-standing steganographic and cryptographic technologies
could signal the death blow to the government's Internet
snooping plans, according to Liberal Democrat MP Richard
Allan.

Allan has warned the government that the RIP (Regulation of
Investigatory Powers bill) will be unenforcable because of
anti-snooping techniques that have been around since the
1970s. He is now preparing proof of this and intends to
send it to Charles Clarke, the Home Office minister charged
with overseeing RIP.

Allan points to two existing security techniques:
Steganography and the Diffie-Hellman encrypted key
exchange.

The Diffie-Hellman key exchange, developed in 1976 by
Whitfield Diffie and Martin Hellman, allows the exchange of
encrypted messages without the need for a secret key. This
is done by combining public and private keys and is
incorporated within commercial encryption products such as
PGP (Pretty Good Privacy.)

This technique has made encryption widely available and
easy to use. It makes it very difficult for anyone to
covertly read an intercepted message.

Steganography means hiding information. One modern
application of Steganography is the Steganographic File
System, developed by academics Ross Anderson, Roger Needham
and Adi Shamir. This stipulates how files can be concealed
on a computer's file system so that -- without a password
it is impossible to tell if they even exist. Using the
steganography someone could hide the existence of a key
used to access encrypted information.

The most popular consumer-level steganography software
for Windows, Steganos II
[ http://cws.internet.com/reviews/encrypt-steganos.html ]
contains a module called InKA (Invisible Key Agreement)
dedicated to allowing two people to agree on a password
invisibly, using a 2048-bit Diffie-Hellman encrypted key
exchange, but with the added security that the key is
secretly embedded in a steganographic carrier file.

Allan believes his intervention will help strengthen
industry's case against RIP. "We can demonstrate that
heavy-handed legislation will drive people to snoop-free
services because that is commercially more attractive," he
says. "I don't think the government has thought through on
a technical basis whether the legislation is viable."

Even the government's e-envoy seems unsure about RIP.
Alex Allan asked government to avoid heavy-handed
regulation of the Net. Allan's comments came in a keynote
speech made in Washington Tuesday as part of his first US
fact-finding tour.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Internet privacy:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_AT&T Announce New Privacy Tool - Online and Unidentifiable?_

June 30th 2000

Today researchers at AT&T Labs will announce the creation of
Publius, a new system that could go a long way toward
eliminating online censorship.  The innovation could bring
the full promise of unfettered speech to the global medium.

"It seems like more and more, technologies are being
introduced that limit the freedom of individuals --
especially in repressive administrations" around the world,
said Aviel D. Rubin, who developed Publius with AT&T colleague
Lorrie F. Cranor and graduate student Marc Waldman. "We are
hoping that by providing some tools to help the individual,
we can help offset this trend a little bit."

The researchers chose their system's name carefully:
"Publius" was one of the pen names used by Alexander
Hamilton, John Jay and James Madison to anonymously publish
the Federalist Papers.

The twin notions that the Internet is uncensorable and that
it is anonymous have become deeply ingrained in public
perception. A popular New Yorker cartoon tells us that "On
the Internet, nobody knows you're a dog," and Internet
activist John Gilmore's famous statement that "the Net
treats censorship as damage and routes around it" has
become an online cliche.

The idea of making the Internet truly resistant to
censorship is not new, and a number of British projects
with names like "freenet" http://freenet.sourceforge.net/ and
"Anderson's eternity service" http://www.dcs.ex.ac.uk/~aba/eternity/
attempt to evade the controls that currently exist over
Internet content. But the entry of the prestigious AT&T Labs
researchers into the field raises the movement to a new
level.

Publius works by encrypting files -- from text to pictures
and music -- and dividing them into fragments like pieces of
a jigsaw puzzle to be distributed over a number of servers,
the computers that store and distribute information on the
World Wide Web.

Someone wanting to receive materials from the Publius
network would look through a directory of offerings on a
Publius-affiliated Web site; the network itself would do
the work of reassembling the pieces of the requested file.

Because Publius puts documents on a number of servers, any
effort to censor is greatly hindered. The Publius network
would make it hard to trace the original transaction, and
files placed on the network could not be removed without
the direct action of the owners of the participating
servers. The sender can decide into how many pieces to
break the file and how many owners of servers would have to
act together to eliminate it.

The researchers' announcement today will lead to a
two-month beta trial of the technology with a limited number
of servers. If that works, they plan to create a permanent
version of the system.

Internet experts who have learned about Publius say they
are impressed. "This is a unique approach and it is well
executed," said Edward Felten, an associate professor of
computer science at Princeton University. "We think it's a
pretty cool system," said Adam Shostak of Toronto-based
Zero Knowledge Systems, which sells Freedom 1, the leading
software for anonymous Internet use.

So far, AT&T Labs' corporate parent has allowed the project
to continue.

"The truth is that researchers at AT Labs have quite a free
rein to pick topics for their work," Rubin said. "The
culture at the labs here is that we are scientists, and we
are expected to solve forward-looking problems that
contribute to basic knowledge."

AT&T Labs spokesman Michael Dickman said the company is
unlikely to follow the course of American Online, which
canceled work on Gnutella, a technology for distributing
music over the Internet that was criticized as a potential
boost to copyright piracy.

"It is only a research project at this point in time,"
Dickman said, and part of the trial is intended to see
whether the system will be abused.

Publius is not a commercial product; the researchers will
give the software away. They have published a full
description of Publius and the code behind it at:

http://www.cs.nyu.edu/waldman/publius

-------------------------------------------------------------




Opinion article:
-------------------------------------------------------------

June 28, 2000

_Violent Media May Be Helpful For Some Kids_

At 13 I was alone and afraid. Taught by my well-meaning,
progressive, English-teacher parents that violence was
wrong, that rage was something to be overcome and
cooperation was always better than conflict, I suffocated
my deepest fears and desires under a nice-boy persona.

Placed in a small, experimental school that was wrong for
me, afraid to join my peers in their bumptious rush into
adolescent boyhood, I withdrew into passivity and
loneliness. My parents, not trusting the violent world of
the late 1960s, built a wall between me and the crudest
elements of American pop culture.

Then the Incredible Hulk smashed through it.

One of my mother's students convinced her that Marvel
Comics, despite their apparent juvenility and violence,
were in fact devoted to lofty messages of pacifism and
tolerance. My mother borrowed some, thinking they'd be good
for me. And so they were. But not because they preached
lofty messages of benevolence. They were good for me
because they were juvenile. And violent.

The character who caught me, and freed me, was the Hulk :
overgendered and undersocialized, half-naked and half-witted,
raging against a frightened world that misunderstood and
persecuted him. Suddenly I had a fantasy self to carry my
stifled rage and buried desire for power. I had a fantasy
self who was a self: unafraid of his desires and the
world's disapproval, unhesitating and effective in action.
"Puny boy follow Hulk!" roared my fantasy self, and I
followed.

I followed him to new friends -- other sensitive geeks
chasing their own inner brutes -- and I followed him to the
arrogant, self-exposing, self-assertive, superheroic
decision to become a writer. Eventually, I left him behind,
followed more sophisticated heroes, and finally my own lead
along a twisting path to a career and an identity. In my
30s, I found myself writing action movies and comic books.
I wrote some Hulk stories, and met the geek-geniuses who
created him. I saw my own creations turned into action
figures, cartoons, and computer games. I talked to the kids
who read my stories. Across generations, genders, and
ethnicities I kept seeing the same story: people pulling
themselves out of emotional traps by immersing themselves
in violent stories. People integrating the scariest, most
fervently denied fragments of their psyches into fuller
senses of selfhood through fantasies of superhuman combat
and destruction.

I have watched my son living the same story --
transforming himself into a bloodthirsty dinosaur
to embolden himself for the plunge into preschool, a
Power Ranger to muscle through a social competition in
kindergarten. In the first grade, his friends started
climbing a tree at school. But he was afraid: of falling,
of the centipedes crawling on the trunk, of sharp branches,
of his friends' derision. I took my cue from his own
fantasies and read him old Tarzan comics, rich in combat
and bright with flashing knives. For two weeks he lived in
them. Then he put them aside. And he climbed the tree.

But all the while, especially in the wake of the recent
burst of school shootings, I heard pop psychologists
insisting that violent stories are harmful to kids, heard
teachers begging parents to keep their kids away from "junk
culture," heard a guilt-stricken friend with a son who
loved Pokemon lament, "I've turned into the bad mom who
lets her kid eat sugary cereal and watch cartoons!"
That's when I started the research.

"Fear, greed, power-hunger, rage: these are aspects of our
selves that we try not to experience in our lives but often
want, even need, to experience vicariously through stories
of others," writes Melanie Moore, Ph.D., a psychologist who
works with urban teens. "Children need violent
entertainment in order to explore the inescapable feelings
that they've been taught to deny, and to reintegrate those
feelings into a more whole, more complex, more resilient
selfhood."

Moore consults to public schools and local governments, and
is also raising a daughter. For the past three years she
and I have been studying the ways in which children use
violent stories to meet their emotional and developmental
needs -- and the ways in which adults can help them use
those stories healthily. With her help I developed Power
Play, a program for helping young people improve their
self-knowledge and sense of potency through heroic,
combative storytelling.

We've found that every aspect of even the trashiest
pop-culture story can have its own developmental function.
Pretending to have superhuman powers helps children conquer
the feelings of powerlessness that inevitably come with
being so young and small. The dual-identity concept at the
heart of many superhero stories helps kids negotiate the
conflicts between the inner self and the public self as
they work through the early stages of socialization.

Identification with a rebellious, even destructive, hero
helps children learn to push back against a modern culture
that cultivates fear and teaches dependency.
At its most fundamental level, what we call "creative
violence" -- head-bonking cartoons, bloody videogames,
playground karate, toy guns -- gives children a tool to
master their rage. Children will feel rage. Even the
sweetest and most civilized of them, even those whose
parents read the better class of literary magazines, will
feel rage. The world is uncontrollable and
incomprehensible; mastering it is a terrifying, enraging
task. Rage can be an energizing emotion, a shot of courage
to push us to resist greater threats, take more control,
than we ever thought we could. But rage is also the emotion
our culture distrusts the most. Most of us are taught early
on to fear our own. Through immersion in imaginary combat
and identification with a violent protagonist, children
engage the rage they've stifled, come to fear it less, and
become more capable of utilizing it against life's
challenges.

I knew one little girl who went around exploding with
fantasies so violent that other moms would draw her mother
aside to whisper, "I think you should know something about
Emily...." Her parents were separating, and she was small,
an only child, a tomboy at an age when her classmates were
dividing sharply along gender lines. On the playground she
acted out Sailor Moon fights, and in the classroom she
wrote stories about people being stabbed with knives. The
more adults tried to control her stories, the more she
acted out the roles of her angry heroes: breaking rules,
testing limits, roaring threats.

Then her mother and I started helping her tell her stories.
She wrote them, performed them, drew them like comics:
sometimes bloody, sometimes tender, always blending the
images of pop culture with her own most private fantasies.
She came out of it just as fiery and strong, but more
self-controlled and socially competent: a leader among her
peers, the one student in her class who could truly pull
boys and girls together.

I worked with an older girl, a middle-class "nice girl,"
who held herself together through a chaotic family
situation and a tumultuous adolescence with gangsta rap. In
the mythologized street violence of Ice T, the rage and
strutting of his music and lyrics, she found a theater of
the mind in which she could be powerful, ruthless,
invulnerable. She avoided the heavy drug use that sank many
of her peers, and flowered in college as a writer and
political activist.

I'm not going to argue that violent entertainment is
harmless. I think it has helped inspire some people to
real-life violence. I am going to argue that it's helped
hundreds of people for every one it's hurt, and that it can
help far more if we learn to use it well. I am going to
argue that our fear of "youth violence" isn't well-founded
on reality [ http://www.cjcj.org/schoolhousehype/shh2pr.html ]
, and that the fear can do more harm than the reality. We act
as though our highest priority is to prevent our children from
growing up into murderous thugs -- but modern kids are far
more likely to grow up too passive, too distrustful of
themselves, too easily manipulated.

We send the message to our children in a hundred ways that
their craving for imaginary gun battles and symbolic
killings is wrong, or at least dangerous. Even when we
don't call for censorship or forbid Mortal Kombat, we
moan to other parents within our kids' earshot about the
"awful violence" in the entertainment they love. We tell our
kids that it isn't nice to play-fight, or we steer them from
some monstrous action figure to a pro-social doll. Even in
the most progressive households, where we make such a point
of letting children feel what they feel, we rush to substitute
an enlightened discussion for the raw material of rageful
fantasy. In the process, we risk confusing them about their
natural aggression in the same way the Victorians confused
their children about their sexuality. When we try to
protect our children from their own feelings and fantasies,
we shelter them not against violence but against power and
selfhood.

------------------------------------------------------------




Art:
------------------------------------------------------------

_7.7m UKP for dance girl by Degas_

THE famous Degas sculpture of a 14-year-old ballet dancer
was sold for 7.7 million UKP at Sotheby's yesterday.

_Petite Danseuse de Quatorze Ans_, made in wax in 1879-80
and cast in bronze in 1922, went to an anonymous collector
bidding by telephone.

Degas, whose 1879 pastel watercolour of a resting dancer
fetched a record 17.6 million UKP at Sotheby's last year,
outraged critics with the sculpture. One wrote in 1881:
"The unhappy child is standing, wearing a cheap gauze
dress, a blue ribbon at the waist. Why is she so ugly?"
The sculpture was sold by a collector who paid less than
100,000 UKP in 1964.

Image:  http://www.i-a-s.de/IAS/Bilder/DEGAS/Petite.htm

------------------------------------------------------------




Book note:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Fortune's Rocks_ by Anita Shreve.

Anita Shreve began writing fiction while working as a high
school teacher and later worked as a journalist, spending
three years in Kenya writing articles for *Newsweek* and
*Quest US*. Back in the United States, she turned to
raising her children and writing freelance articles for
magazines.

Her new novel, _Fortune's Rocks_, begins in 1899 in the
summer retreat of a family of Boston brahmins, accompanied
by their servants. _Fortune's Rocks_ is about obsessional
love, always a tricky subject to handle, especially as here,
when one of the parties is a girl of 15 and her lover a man
in his 40s, almost three times her age.

This, however, is no Lolita. The girl, Olympia, is not a
nymphet, but a nymph bluestocking, being given a classical
education at home and bound for academic honours when she
goes to university. The object of her devouring love, John
Haskell, is no Humbert Humbert, but an idealistic doctor
who works among the poor in the mill town behind Fortune's
Rocks

There is no question of seduction. Olympia makes this
clear when she tells a lawyer who is handling her case for
the return of her adopted-out child: "I must make you aware
of something important. Though I was very young and
understood little of the magnitude of what I was doing, I
was not seduced. Never seduced. I had will and
understanding. I could have stopped it at any time." But if
seduction does not come into it, the reader has to accept
that a virtuous doctor, with a stable marriage and a
family, could exchange a single glance with an adolescent
girl when he visits her father's house, and enter on the
instant into a love that will lead to the destruction of
his marriage and his career, and ruin the lives of others
on the periphery.

What's more, he is careless enough to impregnate his lover
and to have sex with her in situations so insecure that
they are inevitably caught *in flagrante delicto.* In the
conventions of 1899, all this strains credulity, unless you
happen to believe in the phenomenon of *coup de foudre.
Even a century later, sex between underage girls and men
old enough to be their fathers is not necessarily
acceptable.

_Fortune's Rocks_, like its predecessor, is a compelling read,
quite hard to put down.  In many ways it is rather like a
Victorian novel, with a touch, perhaps, of Wilkie Collins:
the shamed girl, the bastard child lost for many years, the
outraged father, the swooning mother and the heroic doctor
working for redemption.

There is even a Dickensian input in the vivid account of
the squalor and misery of a mill town where immigrant
workers are sweated to death while rich Bostonians picnic
in silks and laces on the seashore.

Shreve, though no great stylist, is a good storyteller,
with a strong feeling for atmosphere. Her description of a
year in the life of the eponymous Fortune's Rocks, with its
opulence in summer and its ferocity in the gale-haunted
winters when only the fishermen and a few outcasts remain,
is a major strength. Most absorbing of all, though, and far
more so than the affair between the besotted lovers, are
the sections of the narrative which deal with the nearby
town of Ely Falls, where immigrant workers provide the
labour to make American entrepreneurs rich, and where they
slowly die beside their looms of white lung and
tuberculosis.

Children of both genders enter these satanic mills at eight,
and stay there until they die in middle age or earlier,
earning starvation wages. Children even younger than that
do outwork for the clothing industry, squatting in filth in
hovels without sanitation and running water.

Shreve makes the point that most of the immigrants
crossing from Canada are French-speaking, and what existed
at that time, on the cusp of the new century, was a kind of
little Quebec on American soil. The workers are known as
Francos, and the holidaymakers at Fortune's Rocks hurry in
their carriages through Ely Falls on their way to the
railhead with averted eyes and handkerchiefs pressed to
their noses.

Despite their misery, the Francos have enough spirit left
for a movement whose rallying cry is la Survivance, and
whose aim is to keep French culture alive and distinct from
the Yankee culture all around.

Shreve revives this unfamiliar aspect of North American
history not only for its own sake, but to use very
effectively when, later in the novel, Olympia struggles to
regain her lost child, who has been fostered by a Franco
family. Class and racial prejudice are deeply entwined in
the story in the closing stages of the book, and this
elevates it a level or two above the popular bestseller it
has become.

In any case, the need to discover whether Olympia's boy is
to become a child labourer in the mills or to be restored
to his natural mother will keep most readers agreeably
absorbed until the end.

_Fortune's Rocks_ is published by Abacus at $22.95.

------------------------------------------------------------




Heather writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

I've come across an extensive notice on a conference being
held at Edge Hill College in England, on June 29 to 30, on
the topic of sexual consent. I was unable to find a Web
site for the conference (though apparently one was to be
constructed), but the notice includes abstracts of some of
the papers being presented. Two of the papers mentioned
appear to deal directly with age-of-consent issues.

http://www.ecel.uwa.edu.au/gse/staffweb/fhaynes/Conferences.html

Scroll down to "Making Sense of Sexual Consent".

------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ There a mirror of the ASGL-L archives, which goes to
     May 2000 and includes the news archives to October 1999.
     It can be found at http://go.to/asglarchives  ]





'Angel DeAmor'
----------------------------------------------------------------

Help! I do not know how to handle what is going on with my
friend, it is beyond my experience and expertise. Behold:

--

Dearest Friend:

I finally "talked" with my sister on the phone -
although "talk" is not at all the correct verb to use.

She was forced to talk to me by my mother because
I was slashing my arms with grief that K wouldn't talk
to me on account of all the bullshit they've been telling
me about her. Yes, you read right my friend, I was slashing
my arms with a steak knife.

My sister was like a coiled rattlesnake. She had
already presumed me guilty of "touching the boy's penis
and making him touch mine"!!! She further claimed that
she knew this from her husband's mouth because the boy had
confided in him about our "little secret". I just can't believe
that he could make something like that up.

I told her my side of the story, but had no effect. It turned
out that my mother and my sister had already tried to
pry the truth from the psychiatrist, but she didn't say a thing
because of her professional ethics. It doesn't matter now,
though. I told the truth, but my sister will not let _her_
(as in property) children near me for a while since although
she says she believes me she still says I am a bad influence for
the stupid boy and for K. Of course, what she really must be
thinking is that I can't wait to deflower her precious little boy
- her husband thinking probably the same. I wish I could tell
them how totally wrong they are.

These people are deluded whackos. The shrink may be also a trap.

I need to save K from them, fast!

I need to know how, damnit!

[...] if my sister and her a-hole husband want a fight, a fight
they'll get.

I am not afraid for myself. She's the only thing
worth fighting for in my life.

>         the likliest scenario that I foresee is that this will
>         blow over, eventually, but it's too hot now.  It might
>         even take a couple of years.  Everyone involved will
>         probably survive.  None will be perfectly happy (but
>         that's impossible anyway).  K will probably continue
>         to be treated as usual, probably not worse, and as
>         she grows up and is able to defend herself, others
>         will not be so quick to jump on her.  She may develop
>         a longterm defensiveness, probably anger ... which
>         makes her fit right in with many American teenagers.

Wow, that's just *great*.

>         nearly all other human beings have eventually found
>         it necessary to compromise or to resign themselves
>         to reality, such as it is.  I don't like that, but

Whether it's feasible or not that's not my
concern. I almost killed myself just now, but hey if I'm
gonna die anyway at least I will fight to set things
right.

>         I'm tired of banging my head against brick walls.
>         (recommend giving in and accepting fate)

This very behaviour brought down this catastrophe
on me. If I had been stronger none of this would have
happened b/c I would have kicked the little asshole's ass
the first time he attacked me.

>         Many such endings don't go so well ... if what has
>         happened there is an "ending", then you're lucky.

Really? to be separated from my adored K because of a psycho
little jerk is lucky??!

>         The precipitating factor was based on something that
>         never happened, and subconsciously they realize that.

The psycho bitch and stud don't realize nothing. They just
react viscerally and cowardly because they never had the
nerve to come tell me to my face. In the meanwhile the
step-dad is probably having a field day abusing K and forcing
sex on her.

The hatred of all these bastards is worth K's love 10 times over.

>         stay put and let things blow over,

Blow over? maybe the father of the little jerk is
planning to blow ME away for all I know.

>         or move away, or move away and bring a friend with

Yes, that would be it.

>         salvage your reputation,

Reputation? with these people reputation sticks to
you like super glue!

I'll die for K if I have to.

[...]


And there we have it. 'Amigo' was unjustly accused of
fiddling with a little boy, while he was actually
having a love affair with the ten y.o. sister.

   [ Could her brother have been making the false
     claim as an attempt to 'save' his sister ? ]

Now he is banned from seeing either and is taking
it very hard. He seems to be inclined to drastic
action, may be suicidal, may wish to escape with
her to a more forgiving place on the earth. I do not
know what he will do, or what I can say to help.

'Angel DeAmor'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'The Dreamer' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Lloyd' wrote:
>Some people on this list seem almost to
>want to distance themselves from "sexual feelings" towards
>lgs, which I think is wrong. *** As The Dreamer says, it _is_ a
>sexual orientation.  Whether or not sexual contact of any
>sort takes place, I think it is still a sexual thing.  Sure,
>it's not _purely_ sexual - we don't want lgs _just_ for sex

You took my thoughts right out of my mind ;).

Because we are (or at least I am) attracted to little girls
doesn't automatically mean we will do anything to get sex
with them! If that were the case like some people seem to
think we would be perverts indeed!

The sexual thing is only part of my feeling, the thing I miss
the most is the warmth and love of being together, or just being
in love to put it that way. And like we all know even showing to
much attention to a little girl gets some people suspicious, as if
that were a bad thing.

--

'Ianthe' noted:
> [ Readers in the USA should remember that our videos are in
>   the Euro video format and so won't play on USA video machines.
>   Easy Rider might want to get a conversion done, if he knows
>   someone who can copy the video to the US format (beware that
>   stupid old "Bubba the video man" might report the video to
>   police, even though it is a legitimate art-house feature film).
>   Readers in Europe should also make sure to buy an "all regions"
>   DVD drive for their PC if they want to view US & Japanese
>   DVD discs.  I'm told the new Playstation 2 will play DVDs and
>   can be easily 'chipped' to remove any region-specific
>   protection. ]

It _was_ in the beginning, but Sony has already updated the software
3 times to prevent playing other regions. And since it hasn't come out
in the US or Europe they have had plenty time to increase security. So
before you run out and pre-order a PS2 think again! Unless you like
playing games of course :-)

'The Dreamer'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Well, I've had an education in video.  In America we use one
system and in most of Europe they use what is called PAL.
It turns out that you can buy a  VCR here that will show
PAL and also SEACAM which is used for films in France.

Samsung makes one for about $500.  This will also play
American videos so it may be worth it to buy if you are
going to watch foreign films.  I am wondering what version
DD watched and what kind of machine he watched it on since
he said he saw "Is-Slottet" a number of times.  Anyway,
it's a lot of bread (money) for a machine, but maybe I'll
become a foreign film aficionado.

Now, you can also get stuff converted from one format to
another, but the cost is about $25 per film, which is what
the film cost in the first place.  Then, as Ianthe points
out, there is the "Bubba factor."  One guy around here
converts in his own home.  Right.  I can just see him
checking out the bare chests of the 11 year olds and then
dialing the local police department.  One more dirty pedo
taken off the streets.  Not a good choice, conversion.
Besides, you lose resolution.  I want all the resolution I
can get when it comes to lgs.

Regarding the film  "ALICE IN DEN STADTEN "... "now on
Pacific Arts Video and available on DVD in the US)," just
where does one look to purchase this film?  I looked it up
and as I recall it said it was no longer available.  Is it
on regular video too, or do I now need to go out and spend
another $500 on a DVD machine or DVD drive for my computer?
Damn.  Loving lg's gets expensive.

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
> The program on that Tuesday starts at 9 o'clock in the
>evening, and is called "Sex > from 8 to 18".  Yes, that's
>right, *_8_*!

I know you are going to tell us about this in some
detail...

--

In other news it appears as if I am not to be invited on the
usual summer vacation with Jade and family.  I don't know
why.  I didn't get asked to the birthday either.  (By the
way, 'Mr. Children', buy your little friend a pair of butterfly
hair clips.  It is the in-thing now.)  I feel I am being
slowly but surely cut off from excessive contact with her.
Not that it was ever that excessive, but now we're down to 3
times a year.

As she gets older (still preteen) she seems to be
gravitating ever more toward her mother; lying on her lap
when I'm around, sitting next to her, it really exasperates
me when she and I could be sitting together or whatever,
there she is, with mommy.  At some point in time I expect a
teenage rebellion to start but there are no signs of it now.
Either she will  get closer to me as she ages or she will
draw away.  I am ready for one as well as the other.

She was at her most loving at 9.  It's been downhill ever
since.  Last time we were together I was wrestling around
with her (not touching her in any inappropriate way, mind
you) and all of a sudden she says "let me go."  When I
didn't right away she said: "I mean it."  It was clear she
did, so I sort of pushed her away and sulked.  What the
hell, I don't mind being told when I'm crossing the bounds,
but to be pushed away when not even doing  anything, now I
am starting to get a little miffed.  If she wants me to be
cold, that can happen too.  Even with lg's you reach a
point when you say enough crap from them is enough.

--

A woman my age (ugh) that I knew from high school has asked
if I want to go on a few days trip with her.  She knows
nothing of my orientation.  She thinks I am just a shy
bachelor.  I almost dread the idea.  This individual has
liked me a lot since her teenage years.  You all know how it
is: we are for the most part, an isolated group.  It gets
too awful to face the four walls by one's self any more.
Trips I used to take alone are no longer exciting to
contemplate while alone.  I guess I'll go but try to shorten
the time.

I have only seen her a couple of times in the last 5 years
and lately she has started to look her age.  What is a gl to
do?  Stay home and dream, or look for, and accept diversion?
I'm going to try diversion in this case and try not to stare
too hard at the little girls on the beach with their
low-cut, loose bathing-suit tops.  I dare not tell this
woman too much.  She knows a little about the teenage
history.  Maybe I'll just gently give some info.  On that
just for something to talk about.  It seems ridiculous but
it's true that I feel like I have more to say to an 11 yr.
old than someone my own age.  Maybe I'm just immature as
hell and stuck in some phase of childhood.  Perhaps
psycho-analysis would help?

--

To 'Spike' and 'DD':

Kristie is asking for intercourse.  Kim is allowing herself
to be fondled and touched in an intimate manner.  In view of
this, let me share the following with you: At one point in
my life I met a teenage girl who was 16 years younger than
myself.  We had a sexual love affair that lasted on and off
for 6 years.  Not too long ago I got a letter from her.  She
is now in her thirties.  I will share with you a part of it.
Read, and understand...

>I was ready for you a lot younger than when you >finally
>had me at sixteen.  If you had gone >slowly enough and let
>me explore you in other >ways first, having you inside me at
>10 would >have been a natural progression from what we >had
>already done.  I would have been ready to >have you inside
>me and would not have been >afraid.  You would have been 26
>when I was ready >for you.  Where were you then?  Why
>weren't you >in the woods with me....?

So there it is.  Love knows no bounds, no rules, nothing but
the fulfilment of itself.  Little girls  _will_  love you,
but only if you let them.  Maybe the world has it all wrong.
Maybe the only sin is to refuse sexual love to a little girl
when she calls you to her bed.

'Easy Rider'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I rushed out and rented _Numero Deux_ which was on kittencuddler's
movie list. It turned out to be the usual non-event. Just because
there's a naked 6 year old in the bath in one scene doesn't make
it a great film!!!

'?'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Quilty" writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>"Green Fruit" is out of print and it is unlikely that a
>book like this will show up in book stores in our
>lifetimes."

Your hyperbole is a little extreme here.  The book was
printed in probably 5000 copies only 25 years ago.  I found
a copy on the net by doing a simple book search.  However it
was more than I wanted to pay.  But then how can we take
seriously someone who doesn't know that PAL movies don't play
on NTSC machines!  8=}

I took someone's advice and got a copy of _Is-Slottet_ through
art-world/cultural channels.  They were very friendly and sent
it priority at no charge!  The other film I got from Norway was
_Frida_: but I don't recommend it unless you speak Norwegian.

--

'kittencuddler' wrote:
>To Quilty,
>I didn't mean to sound like I was challenging DD
>on_Is-slottet_, I thought perhaps there might be another
>version of this film..

I'm not trying to upset anyone here.  Just let's get our
facts straight when we post "information" on this list.
There's nothing more frustrating than tracking down a film
that someone says is a "must-see" that turns out to have an
ageing teen pretending to be younger in it.  It doesn't matter
if there's a bath scene in _Is-slottet_, one way or the other.
It's a fine film.  I don't know if any of you have seen a
classic British horror film called _Never take sweets from a
stranger_ with 11-year-old Janina Faye.  There's a scandal
because an old man gets her and her friend to dance naked
for him.  Someone wrote to me that there was a version of
the film with this scene in it.  That is preposterous.  It
would make no sense in terms of the story-line and is just
wishful thinking.  Some things are meant to be left to the
imagination.  A couple of years later, Ms Faye made another
film called _Never talk to strange men_ that I am trying to
locate.

>Thanks for the extra films you
>provided.  I've seen a number of them, but not all.  Can you
>give more details (age/name of actress, best scene descriptions,
>etc.)  on a few?  They are -

>Femme Enfant
>Hey Babe (I know this one featured 12 year old Yasmine Bleeth!)
>Laurin
>Oyster in the Wind
>Unfinished Dance?

You'll have to wait for my book to come out (soon, soon, I
promise, for all the info you seek), or look on IMDB for
names and ages.  These are THE classics.  I guarantee!

>You mentioned that these are available on video?  How?
>Where?

It might take you a while, but I found them on the net, in
video stores and on my travels.  _Unfinished dance_ shows on
TCM (I don't know if there's a commercial release of it but
traders have it), _Laurin_ is for sale from a German company
that has several LG films -- you'll have to convert to NTSC
if you are not in Europe.

>Good to see there's another 'filmophile' on the list.

>Maybe one day I'll get brave enough to post some of my
>experiences here.

It's not bravery, it's folly!  I found from experience it's
better to keep your private life private.  Anything you post
may be tracked to you.  If you are open about your
experiences here it could be taken out of context and used
against you.  Someone I know was busted recently on the
other side of the world and the police used his computer to
arrest another acquaintance on a different continent.  A
word to the wise.

Thanks for your recommendations.  Send more if you have them!

Best

'Q'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Ex Astris':

You are the very first person who has not reviled me for my thoughts of
"Sleeping". The usual rant is my obligation to others eh ? Seems that no
matter the circumstance people wish me to be obligated as an excuse to stay
here. You are the very first one who has respected that opinion and in doing
so has perhaps tipped the scale in my thoughts. Thank you for being honest.
Since you have been here - you know. It comes and goes. So I will be honest
with you my friend. I know the heartbreak as you have described all too well.

I have had two lil girls torn from me and had to deal with it. I once watched
a lil girl being driven away in tears from me and I must stand impotent. She
cried she loved me and that was my last sight. Also, I saved a lil girls
life. The story is 40 pages long and so can't write it here. Simply it was
the difference between abuse and love. Synopsis : I fell in love with a lil
girl and then found out the abuse she was suffering at the hands of an
asshole. He abused her - physically, mentally and emotionally. I terminated
that relationship [that she had]. It weighs on my mind sometimes. But my
friend, I saved a lil girl eh ? I love lil girls and perhaps others should
see that statement for what it is eh ? I love them. Thank you for respecting
my possible decision. Thank you for understanding.

--

'Candyscaper':

I, of course, already do make friends of parents of lil girls. I look and
admire and make friends.  My situation? Easy - I am 50 and most folks are
nuts about their lil girls.

You said something that most cannot perhaps even understand. "Meet in real
life". This has happened already in my life and it is catharsis.

Been their and done that eh ?

'?'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Lloyd' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Just a short post this week.  <Sound of large collective sigh>

I've not really got a whole lot to say.

First off, I'm _really_ annoyed with myself.  Last
post I said about that "Sex From 8 to 18" programme on the
TV, but I managed to fall asleep and miss it!  Grrr... Well,
if any fellow Brits saw it, I'd be interested to know what
they thought.

  [ Ianthe comments:

    One review suggested it was a re-run of the usual
    "shock horror" view of teenage pregnancies among
    working-class girls, that the media have been
    retailing for the last thirty years.  The _real_
    story, which the media chooses not to cover, is
    this...

 _Teen pregancies have not risen in the last 20 years_

 THE RECENT upsurge in concern over teenage pregnancy is
 ill-founded because the number of girls and young women
 becoming pregnant has not changed in the past 20 years,
 according to a report today.

 The comprehensive analysis of teenage pregnancy by the
 Family Policy Studies Centre, (FPSC) a leading research
 organisation, has found that although the United Kingdom has
 the highest rate of teenage births in Western Europe, it has
 remained fairly static since the early 1980s.  Many
 countries, including Sweden, Denmark and Norway, have seen
 their teenage birth rates fall because of an increase in
 abortion rates rather than fewer young women becoming
 pregnant.

 Teenage motherhood has only become an issue in our society
 because these young parents are now deemed not able to
 support themselves and so are forced to rely on state
 benefits [welfare], said Ceridwen Roberts, director of the
 centre.  "Societal values about teenage mothers have
 changed.  The numbers are similar but 30 years ago they
 might have given their babies up or had shotgun marriages...
 It is the income situation of these couples that has
 changed.  Thirty years ago teenage parents were much more
 likely to be able to support themselves.  There are only one
 or two 12-year-old mothers each year, the vast bulk of
 teenage mothers are aged 17, 18, or 19.  Twenty years ago
 this would not have been considered too young to have
 children," she said.

 In 1997, there were 95,500 conceptions by girls and women
 under 20 - 8,300 of whom were under the age of 16.  There has
 been very little change in conception rates since the early
 1970s with approximately eight girls in every thousand
 becoming pregnant before their 16th birthday.

 There is some evidence that the real figures have been
 actively censored by the government.  Baroness Cox and
 Baroness Blatch recently asked revealing questions in the
 House of Lords on bias in the Social Exclusion Unit Report
 _Teenage Pregnancy_.

 Baroness Cox asked why the report omitted any reference to
 the findings of the _Review of Effectiveness of Sexual Health
 Promotion Intervention for Young People_ carried out, with
 public funding, by Professor Oakley and her colleagues at
 the Social Science Research Unit, University of London
 Institute of Education and published in March 1996.

 Baroness Blatch also asked, in the Lords, why _Teenage
 Pregnancy_ quoted a number of research projects such as
 _Reducing the Risk_ 1991: and _School and community program
 for sexual risk reduction amongst teens_ 1987, even though
 they had both been described by the Social Science Research
 Unit as "methodologically unsound".   ]



Channel 4 have also set up a "Generation Sex"
website, designed to educate young people about sex, and
offer advice.  If anyone's interested, you can go to
http://gensex.channel4.com/ There's a facility there for
asking completely anonymous questions, which I did.

One question I saw asked was roughly as follows: "I am attracted
to girls of my own age, but also have a strong attraction to
younger girls (from 12 upwards).  I do not feel that this is
"wrong" in any way.  I would never do anything to harm a young
girl, such as force or coerce her into sexual intercourse or
any other form of sexual contact.  I would have no qualms about
engaging in consensual activity, despite the fact that it
is illegal.  What I would like to know, is what kind of
sexual activity would count as a criminal offence, does it
only apply to penetrative sex, or does it include oral sex
and so on?  Also, I would appreciate views on the effects
that a relationship with an older man would have on a girl.
Will an emotional and (consensual) physical relationship
necessarily be damaging?  Or is it possible that a
relationship with an older man may be more beneficial than
with somebody of their own age?  Would you think it better
that a young girl lost her virginity at 12 with an older man
with whom she shared love, and who cared for her, rather
than losing it in a one-night stand whilst drunk at the age
of 16?  (Legality aside) I'll appreciate any answers you
give, and any further advice/information you feel I should
have."

Now, the aim of the C4 web site is to "give advice and support
to young people who have questions about relationships, sex or
contraception".  On the site "All the advisers who answer
questions posted on the site are fully trained and experienced.
Our recommendation to them is that, while they should not be
judgmental or patronising, they have a duty to point out the
dangers as well as the pleasures of sex.  They should not tell
people what to do but offer advice and guidance to help site
users reach a decision of their own."  Finally, "Channel 4 is
neither encouraging nor discouraging people from having sex.
The aim of the site is to provide educational advice on
relationships, sex and contraception to enable site users to
reach their own decisions about their lives."

So, did I receive a satisfactory answer to my questions?  Well,
from my quoting of encouraging-sounding phrases from their
mission statement, you can probably guess the answer to that
one - "like bollocks they did".  The way it works is like this
- you type in your question, giving only your age and gender.
You get given a reference number, which you type in to access
your reply.  Mine came up as saying "The advisers chose not
to answer your question".  I was, to put it mildly, a little
miffed.  After all, I am technically a young person, so why
didn't I receive "advice and support"?  The advisers are not
supposed to be "judgmental", yet by _choosing_ not to answer
my question, didn't they make a judgement on it?  That I
wasn't worth, or didn't deserve, help?  Weren't they
supposed to help me make a decision?  Well, seeing as they
obviously didn't see the need to help me with the decision
about whether having sex with little girls is a good thing
or not, I'll assume they realise that it is obvious.  That
having sex with little girls is not only a good thing to do,
but should be done as much as possible.  After all, it's
good for them, isn't it?  Even if they don't know it.  And as
they're to young to make the decision for themselves, I'll
make it for them.  If you'll excuse me, I'm just going to
step out now and rape some seven year-olds... <irony>

<Lloyd returns> But seriously, this just goes to show the
prejudice there is against us, doesn't it?  When a supposedly
helpful organisation won't give help.  Do they think that if
they ignore us we'll go away?  I don't know.  Well, that's all
my righteous indignation for this week (I think...)

--

Next thing I wanted to say was a big "Spaseebo, tavarich"
(That's "Thank you, comrade", In Russian, I think.  And the
absolute limit of my knowledge of the Russian language.)
to Yuri for his comments on my posts.  It was really good to
hear from someone who had similar ideas/experiences/stuff-like-
that to me.  I know that's the purpose of this group, and
obviously we _all_ share similar feelings and so on, but it's
good to know that there are some people with ideas as crazy as
mine.

;) Oh, and I'll have to make a note of the phrase "moral
relativist".  I also liked your description of people doing
things because they want to, and investigating _why_ they
want to do them - I'd not looked at it like that before.  As
for the whole left-wing/Russian thing - wouldn't that make a
great new conspiracy for all those right-wing conspiracy
theorists?  You've already got crazy theories like the
Jewish/negro conspiracy, now we can start off the
paedophile/communist movement - "Paedos of the world unite,
you have nothing to lose but your dirty macs."  I like it...

   [ The Communist movements in the west and homosexuality
     have long been associated, both in reality - think
     Anthony Blunt, etc. - and also in the minds of the
     anti-communists (who in the McCarthy-ite era, have been
     shown to have often been repressed gay men themselves.) ]

--

Well, I think that's pretty much all for now.  I'm sure there
was something else I was going to say, but I can't think what.
Oh well... I'm going to be at my dad's for the weekend, without
my brothers and sister, so I _might_ see some more of Emma.
I hope so. Well, stay healthy, and don't do anything I wouldn't
do - or at least, don't get caught doing it...

'Lloyd'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Daveboy' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Delglish' wrote:
>It has been a very long time since I have posted anything. I was
>wondering what is a 49 year old man to do that loves sweet pre
>little girls? I work so much that I am never around any little
>girls.

Well, as long as you haven't been a 'naughty boy' and got yourself
on an official blacklist (you should have been officially notified,
if you are), I can definitely recommend offering your services to the
local Youth Club. They are usually desperate for helpers, and, as
long as you exercise 'self control' and don't abuse your power, it
should be enough to keep you from going crazy!... I speak from
personal experience and I don't know how I'd survive without my
weekly 'dose' of being around lg's.

Of course, it may not be so easy for you if you're not married
with kids of your own (as I am).. this gives us a kind of
'smoke screen' to shield us!.. a single guy who offers to help
out with kids usually "sets bells ringing".

So you may need to get married first!!... a high price to pay...
but... well... it's ONE way !!

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
> <snip> (loads 'n' loads of fascinatin' stuff..)

Good grief Lloyd!!... you d'man!!

Are you REALLY only a teenager?... Your understanding, humour and
writing skills belie your youth, I am only just beginning to see
some of the stuff you talk about.. (write about!) But that
observation about how we all dress lg's to look sexy, then moan
if someone notices the fact... YES.. I've said that all along.

Tiny little shorts, skimpy skirts with panties showing, boob tubes
exposing oodles of flesh, naked belly-buttons... the list goes on.

I too am a rural being, living in a place not a stone's throw
from a town that likes to be referred to as a City (well...it HAS got
a cathedral)... who knows... we MIGHT be neighbours!

I was thinking of you as I watched that program on Channel 4 Tuesday
night. But it concentrated on 14/16 yo's though :-(

--

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>To 'Daveboy:' I feel you have a valid point in rejecting the
>word "pedophile" based on what argument you presented.  But
>I must ask, then what shall we call ourselves?  Girl lover
>is a bit vague it seems to me.

Don't know, mate.... but if I found myself surrounded by 'The Mob'
and had to own up to being 'one or the other', I think Girl Lover
would give me less broken bones.  8-)

I've said it before... but... a big thanks to ALL posters on here.
And, if you're still just a lurker.. come on!... post!!

Stay Cool!

'Daveboy'
-------------------------------------------------------------------





--
ASGL-L
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* France: _French kill draconian Web snooping law_
* Net:    _ACLU Warns On Net Governance_
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* Literature: Novel: _Harriet Said_
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USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Federal judge rules child curfew law unconstitutional_

7th July 2000

INDIANAPOLIS -- A federal judge has declared Indiana's
child curfew law unconstitutional, saying it is too
restrictive and violates the First Amendment rights of
minors.

U.S. District Court Judge John Tinder also ruled on July 3
that the city of Indianapolis' policy of subjecting
children who break curfew to breathalyzer and urine tests
is a violation of the Fourth Amendment.

Both the child curfew and the drug and alcohol testing
policies were eliminated with the judge's signature on
July 3.

Beth White, deputy corporation counsel for the city of
Indianapolis, said she would consider appealing it to
the 7th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in Chicago.

Indiana Civil Liberties Union attorney Kenneth Falk said
the statute did not allow juveniles to exercise such basic
First Amendment rights as campaigning, protesting or
attending a community meeting.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK: statistics:
--------------------------------------------------------

July 2000

_Busy parents create boom in child mobile phones_

BUSY parents who give mobile phones to their children as
a "remote childminder" have caused teenage mobile ownership
to soar so that a quarter of 11 to 16-year-olds now have
their own phones.

Ownership of the phones shot up from 4 per cent of
teenagers in 1998 to 25 per cent last year - almost a
million teenagers - according to a survey released
yesterday by Childwise, a market research agency that
studies young consumers.

Even among youths who do not have their own mobiles, the
vast majority have access to one if they need one. Among
the 1,200 children questioned, 83 per cent came from
households which owned a mobile, showing that like digital
television and connection to the Internet, young families
are among the first to adopt new technology.

The research shows that while parents are getting the
phones for safety reasons, the teenagers are using them for
their own purposes.

A teen subculture is developing around the use of mobiles
where text messages, which are cheaper than calls, are used
heavily and the anonymous prepaid phones are often used to
make prank calls to friends.

"The growth has only been possible because of the
pay-as-you-go cards," Ms Duff said. "They can now be used
as a way of isolating a teenager's phone bill from the home
phone and controlling phone use by making them pay for
their owns calls. This is why corner shops are so keen to
stock phone cards, because we can see in the future this
having real implications for the other things, such as
magazines and soft drinks, that they would normally spend
their 5UKP on."

Last week it was revealed that 30 million Britons - about
52 per cent of the population - own mobile phones. By the
end of the year, analysts expect that number to increase
to more than 60 per cent.

--------------------------------------------------------




Europe: research:
--------------------------------------------------------

5th July 2000

_Paranoid parenting may make children prone to allergies_

CHILDREN from middle class families are more likely
to develop asthma and eczema than those from less affluent
backgrounds, research has shown.

A study of 1,300 children found that it was those
with the wealthiest parents who were significantly more
likely to suffer from allergic conditions. This finding
backs up previous studies and international health
statistics, which suggest that allergies are a disease of
wealthy western lifestyles.

Scientists who presented the latest findings yesterday
said they were puzzled why youngsters were more likely to
fall victim to allergies if their parents were wealthier.
The study, presented at the Congress of the European
Academy of Allergology and Clinical Immunology in Lisbon,
compared the socio-economic status and medical history of
1,314 German children, in an elegant study contrasting those
from the heavily polluted former East Germany with those
from the affluent West.

Prof Ulrich Wahn, specialist in paediatric medicine at
Humboldt University, in Berlin, said: "It is very
confusing. These are middle class parents, who have taken
on board the pressure for a healthy lifestyle: low rates of
smoking in pregnancy, low rates of smoking in the home and
low levels of pet ownership, together with high rates of
breastfeeding, which are five times that of mothers with a
low socio-economic status.

"We cannot work out what they are doing wrong. There is
clearly an unidentified factor that is so strong it can
overcome all the lifestyle changes we encourage parents to
adopt." The multi-allergy study is now following the
children, who were born in 1990, into their teens to try to
identify the mystery factor.

Muriel Simmons, chief executive of the British Allergy
Foundation, said: "The children of farmers and those on
lower incomes are more likely to have to think up their
own fun and play outdoors than the children whose parents
are afraid to let them outdoors." East Germany had long
promoted an "outdoors" culture in which people treasured
the freedom to take their clothes off almost anywhere
they felt like it, a liberty the Communist authorities
did not condone but could not prevent.

The number of children under five who suffer from asthma
in Britain has almost doubled in the past decade, from
11.3 per cent in 1990 to 21.3 per cent in 1998. Food
allergies are also on the increase, although new research
shows that three of every four alleged food allergies are
psychosomatic, not physical, in origin.

--------------------------------------------------------




UK: Therapy Industry:
--------------------------------------------------------

4th July 2000

_Stop profiting from pain, says leading psychiatrist_

EXPERTS are cashing in on the "trauma industry",
increasingly encouraging people to seek compensation for
ordinary events, psychiatrists said yesterday.

A senior lecturer in psychiatry criticised colleagues,
lawyers, claimants and other interested parties for
creating a compensation culture in Britain.

Dr Derek Summerfield, of St George's Hospital, Tooting,
south London, told the Royal College of Psychiatrists'
annual conference in Edinburgh that psychiatrists were
increasingly applying the diagnosis of post traumatic
stress disorder (PTSD) to experiences that people would be
expected to encounter in their everyday lives.

PTSD was wrongly diagnosed after everyday incidents rather
than being applied to extreme events such as war and
torture, Summerfield said.

Prof Simon Wessley, consultant psychiatrist at King's
College Hospital, London, who is conducting research among
Gulf War veterans, said that the diagnosis of PTSD was
being inflated and devalued by a "legal juggernaut".

--------------------------------------------------------




USA: Arts: Censorship:
--------------------------------------------------------

_Christians Put Slacks, Shirt & Tie On Nude Greek Statue_

8th July 2000

A Christian home-schooling group attending a conference at
the Sacramento Convention Center supplied a complete set
of clothes required to keep the sight of a nude Greek
statue from damaging their children.

The piece of art in question is the statue of the Poseidon,
Greek mythological god of the sea, earthquakes and horses
that sits in an open lawn area between the Convention Center
and the Community Center Theater at 13th Street and the K
Street Mall.

The bronze Poseidon, a replica of a statue in the National
Archeological Museum in Athens, was a gift from the
government of Greece in 1972. Standing 7 feet tall, it is
much admired in the Greek-American community.

"I would think children might giggle when they see the
statue, but it is not offensive," said Gene Fotos, a Greek
community activist. "It will not corrupt their morals."

When parents attending the Advanced Training Institute
International home-schooling training conference this week,
along with hundreds of their children, saw the statue, they
decided to find Poseidon a wardrobe.

One day he was casual in khakis and golf shirt. On Friday,
the last day of the conference, the Greek god was in shirt,
tie and slacks.

Home-schooling representatives said Poseidon's apparel has
been removed all week. And taking "dress-down Friday" to
the extreme, two downtown workers -- Rene Walder and Eric
Ford -- tried to return Poseidon to a bare condition.

"That statue is for the whole city, not for them," Ford
said. "You don't go to a city and decide to change the
city's artwork because you think it is not appropriate."

Walder said the clothing "defaces the original form that
the artist created." Also, Ford and Walder said, no matter
how much money Advanced Training Institute was bringing
into Sacramento, they had no right to change public art.
"This is my city. That art is in my city," said Walder.
"What are they teaching their kids? They are not teaching
them anything about freedom of expression, art, the
classics or their bodies."

--------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

6th July 2000

_Politicians revolt against 'police state' law_

POLITICIANS of all parties are in uproar over proposals
to give the police powers under emergency measures
to ban people from leaving the country if they suspect
that they intend to cause trouble abroad.

Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, told MPs that he wanted
to make the Bill law before Parliament's summer recess
begins on July 28.

A person would not have to have been convicted of any
offence, and anyone subjected to the new order
will have to surrender his or her passport to the police,
potentially for up to ten years. The legislation would
allow a police constable's word as sufficient evidence.
Lord Bassam of Brighton, a Home Office minister, said
people making V-signs or with tattoos would be enough
evidence for a police constable to stop someone travelling.
Police would have only to suspect someone of potentially
'contributing' to any violence in Britain or elsewhere
to take action.

The Bill are aimed at fulfilling the government promise
to toughen the law after problems caused by English
[soccer] fans during Euro 2000, but this is only one of
the measures that Mr Straw is proposing - he also revealed
that Home Office officials are examining plans for
paedophiles to have their passports stamped with an
identification mark to alert foreign police if they
travel abroad.

Mr Straw will face a battle to get the measures through
Parliament. MPs of all parties expressed alarm at yet
another draconian curtailment of civil liberties.

Simon Hughes, the Liberal Democrat home affairs spokesman,
said his party would not support the measure, which he
believed was likely to contravene the European Convention
on Human Rights.

Gwyneth Dunwoody, Labour MP for Crewe and Nantwich, urged
the Home Secretary not to respond to knee-jerk bigotry.
"The history of legislation which is agreed by both front
benches and put through at considerable speed is a very
sad and unhelpful one." She added that many Labour MPs had
serious reservations about the measures which would put
"very serious liberties at risk".

MPs reacted furiously to the news that emergency
legislation will be debated on a "day off" next Friday,
when MPs are due to be in their constituencies.

Eric Forth, Conservative MP for Bromley and Chislehurst,
a former minister, said that the Bill threatened to take
away "some of the most ancient and precious civil
liberties".

For the Lords, Lord Tebbit condemned Labour's plans as
"police state legislation" and warned the Bill faces a
mauling if it reached the House of Lords.

Lord Tebbit told The Telegraph yesterday: "One of the marks
of a police state is that the word of a policeman can be
taken as the word of God and the Government is proposing
that people who have been convicted of nothing can be
prevented from travelling on the word of a police officer."
and he went on: "You may remember that they had a similar
arrangement for Jews in the Thirties."

Many Labour and Tory peers are fiercely opposed to the
proposal. The Tories have only limited control of their
backbenchers in the Lords where an alliance of Law Lords
and Labour, Tory, Liberal Democrat and crossbench peers
may push through crippling amendments.

Lord Borrie, a Labour peer, said yesterday there were
"significant difficulties" with the Bill, such as whether
it was compatible with the European Convention of Human
Rights. He predicted that it would not get through
Parliament in its present form before the summer recess.

Lord Carlisle of Bucklow, a Tory former Home Office
minister, and Lord Windlesham, Tory former Leader of the
Lords, are among other peers who have already expressed
doubts about Mr Straw's plans.

The Government will be under pressure to get all its
legislation through the Lords in the spill-over period
after the summer before the Queen's Speech, and some peers
suspect a Bill might be lost. One theory is that Mr Straw
would be quite happy for the Freedom of Information Bill
to be dropped through lack of time.

Police have also expressed alarm about the 'knee jerk'
plans. Senior sources at the Police Federation, which
represents 125,000 rank-and-file officers said that many
provisions of the emergency legislation announced on Friday
are unworkable. Fred Broughton, the head of the Police
Federation, called for a period of sober reflection on the
new laws. Members were particularly concerned at planned
powers to ban unconvicted fans they 'suspect' might become
involved in violence. The frosty police response risks
scuppering an important plank of the Government's attempt
to seize the initiative on crime before next year's general
election. Last week the Prime Minister was left embarrassed
after chief constables told him they did not support his
plans for police to impose on-the-spot fines for unsociable
behaviour.

Liberty, the civil liberties group, said that legislation
based on "we know you are going to do it but we can't prove
it" should alarm everyone who cared about justice and
fairness. John Wadham, its director, said: "The proposals
to ban people from travelling risk undermining the
presumption of innocence, if they are based on
non-conviction information."  It is feared that Clause 14c
in the Bill could ultimately be used against anti-capitalism
protesters - 14c says that people can be banned from
leaving the country for 'displaying any writing, sign or
other visible representation which is threatening, abusive
or insulting'.

Malcolm Clarke, chairman of the Football Supporters
Association, said: "These proposals give us very
considerable cause for concern."

Mr Straw is due to meet MPs from all parties and peers
next week in an unprecedented step to try to stop the
cross-party rebellion over his proposals.

--

Sidebar:

Yesterday, Straw announced that criminals will face
tougher sentencing, with proposals to allow prosecutors to
challenge pleas of mitigation. This will mean offenders can
no longer expect lenient treatment because they plead
guilty and claim a crime was committed under pressure of
circumstances.

John Wadham, a lawyer and director of the campaign group
Liberty, said: "This is an alarming trend. Politicians
should have no role in authorising these sorts of serious
violations of privacy. This is an area that should be
reserved for the courts, not the backrooms of Westminster."

--

UK editorial comment:

"Blair is displaying a quite astonishing contempt for the
process of justice. On BBC1's _Question Time_, he said there
should be a criminal justice system "for the people",
rather than wasting time on a court process. [...]
The principles that only those who have been convicted of
an offence should be punished and that nobody should have
to prove his innocence distinguish a free society from a
police state. Yet Blair appears wholly ignorant of their
importance."  _The Times_.

--------------------------------------------------------




UK: civil liberties:
--------------------------------------------------------

July 6th 2000

_E-mail snooping will create 'police state', guru warns_

THE world's leading Internet watchdog warned Tony Blair
yesterday that his plans to give police powers to intercept
private e-mails would turn Britain into a police state.

Esther Dyson, who advises President Clinton and heads an
international agency charged with setting policy for the
Internet, urged ministers to abandon the Regulation of
Investigatory Powers Bill.

The American businesswoman said the legislation was
tantamount to passing a law forcing people to keep their
living room curtains open. She told delegates at an
Anglo-American enterprise conference in London attended by
Gordon Brown, John Prescott, and Stephen Byers: "The UK is
not uniquely clueless on this. This is what governments do,
they control things.

"But the Government needs to have the courage and the faith
to leave people alone."

Ms Dyson, who is chairman of the venture capitalist group
EDventure Holdings, said: "You don't want a police state.
Crime is crime, but that doesn't mean you can have a law
making everyone keep their curtains up to help the police."
The former Wall Street analyst said she was relieved that
the Bill had run into opposition in the House of Lords.
MPs who believe the Bill contravenes the European Convention
on Human Rights are threatening to mount a further rebellion
when it returns to the Commons.

Regarded in the US as the doyenne of cyberspace, Ms Dyson
is chairman of Icann, the Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers, which sets policy for the Net's core
infrastructure. She is listed by _Fortune Magazine_ as one
of America's 50 most powerful women.

--

Sidebar:

BUGGING, phone-tapping and letter-opening by the police
and security services have risen by 60 percent since
Jack Straw became home secretary.

Government figures reveal that last year Straw personally
signed 1,645 bugging warrants to tap telephones - almost
five a day.

The figures are contained in a report by Lord Nolan, the
commissioner overseeing interceptions.

--------------------------------------------------------




France:
--------------------------------------------------------

_French kill draconian Web snooping law_

5th July 2000

Civil liberty experts and Internet pressure groups in
France have scuppered a law that would have abolished
online anonymity for French citizens.

The "Liberty of Communications" Act was amended to remove
aspects that would have abolished anonymity for anyone
publishing content to the Web.

As originally worded, the act would have made Web content
providers legally obliged to acquire the accurate
identities of those posting to the Internet using their
service. If information was inaccurate, both Internet
service providers and users would have been held legally
responsible.

Although the Act was passed in this form by parliament in
France in May, it was effectively rescued by the country's
Senate last week.

It had been fiercely opposed by civil libertarians and
Internet interest groups in both France and
internationally. One French Internet society held a
petition against the draft proposals signed in France and
elsewhere.

The amendments mean that ISPs and chat board hosts are not
legally required to confirm the identity of Web poster, just
to get them to fill in an identification form - something
almost all French hosting firms do already, with users
usually offering false 'Mickey Mouse' names.

"It was rescued at the death," says a spokesman for the
European Internet Service Providers' Association
(EuroISPA). "Our French member is very happy that the law
is simply reinforcing the status quo. The law is very close
to current practices."

Director of British organisation Cyber-Rights and
Cyber-Liberties Yaman Akdenis says that campaigners are
responsible for the amendments. "I would congratulate the
French lobby groups and NGOs," says Akdenis. "The current
version is because of this pressure."

The act was originally designed to provide a strong
deterrent to anyone wanting to publish illegal material
online, but opponents said it posed a serious threat to
civil liberties.

--------------------------------------------------------




Internet: Civil Liberties:
--------------------------------------------------------

7th July 2000

_ACLU Warns On Net Governance_

Aiming to prevent private Internet governance bodies from
establishing themselves as online "super-governments," the
American Civil Liberties Union has teamed with a pair of
public interest groups to form the Internet Democracy Project.

Groups like the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers (ICANN), the Internet Engineering Task Force
(IETF) and the World Wide Web Consortium (W3C), along with
hardware suppliers such as Cisco, "have to be more respectful
about privacy and free expression and ought to limit their
roles to technical (matters)," ACLU Associate Director
Barry Steinhardt said today.

The ACLU has teamed with the Electronic Privacy Information
Center (EPIC) and Computer Professionals for Social
Responsibility (CSPR) to educate non-governmental
organizations around the world about Internet governance,
Steinhardt said.

Ultimately the Internet Democracy Project will attempt to
focus a global spotlight on the activities of Internet
governance groups, preventing them from operating behind
closed doors and making decisions by fiat, Steinhardt said.

More information about the Internet Democracy Project is
available online at http://www.internetdemocracyproject.org

--------------------------------------------------------





USA: Literature: Censorship:
--------------------------------------------------------

July 2000

_The 100 Most Banned & Frequently Challenged Books
of 1990 - 1999_

"Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press;"
  -- The First Amendment
  [http://www.ala.org/alaorg/oif/first.html]

Out of 5,718 challenges reported to or recorded by the
Office for Intellectual Freedom, as compiled by the Office
for Intellectual Freedom, American Library Association.

The ALA Office for Intellectual Freedom does not claim
comprehensiveness in recording challenges. Research
suggests that for each challenge reported there are as
many as four or five which go unreported.

[...]

  35. _What's Happening to my Body? Book for Girls: A
Growing-Up Guide for Parents & Daughters_ by Lynda Madaras

  57. _Asking About Sex and Growing Up_ by Joanna Cole

  58. _What's Happening to my Body? Book for Boys: A
Growing-Up Guide for Parents & Sons_ by Lynda Madaras

  61. _Boys and Sex_ by Wardell Pomeroy

  93. _Sex Education_ by Jenny Davis

  98. _Girls and Sex_ by Wardell Pomeroy

  [ Full list on the ALA web site  http://www.ala.org/  ]

--------------------------------------------------------




Arts: Literature: Novel note:
--------------------------------------------------------

Beryl Bainbridge's _Harriet Said_ (1974)

[...] the bizarre and complex psychological dynamics of
Bainbridge's narrative, a sardonic reconfiguration of the
Gothic combined with overtones of the homoerotic girls'
school narrative. Her two young protagonists are far from
innocent; indeed, the unnamed thirteen-year-old narrator
expresses the wish that her younger sister, from whom she
must distance herself "for her own sake, because of Harriet
and me," will, unlike she and her friend, "grow up normally
and be like everyone else". They are not, however, without
some measure of primitive righteousness in their punishment
of Peter Biggs, a closeted homosexual who sublimates his
socially forbidden desires into the activity of
heterosexual pederasty, and his wife, a physically grotesque
and sexually-demanding woman with the intellect of a
pruriently-minded child.

Set in a suburb of Liverpool in the early post-World War
II period, the novel retains vestiges of Gothic trappings
through a series of clandestine encounters in the woods, a
centuries-old church with Norman tombs, the adjacent
graveyard, and, ultimately, the Biggs' house, haunted, so
to speak, by a history of sexual subterfuge. In keeping
with the conventions of the Radcliffean Gothic, the events
that transpire in these loci are, despite their
unlikeliness, completely devoid of supernatural or
preternatural interference and utterly human in their
origin and motivations. Their unlikeliness, along with
their humanness, moreover, are the very factors that make
these occurrences completely inexplicable in terms of
polite social discourse, and thus add still another layer
of unspeakability to the multiplicity of lies and silences
by which the figures of adult authority maintain their
control over the protagonists. Thus, as the novel
investigates the social milieu in which adolescent girls
imbibe willful ignorance and manipulation of their own
sexuality, as well as that of others, the stage is set for
'lesbian panic'.

In their autodidactic quest for sexual knowledge, Harriet,
who is slightly older and far more aggressive than the
narrator, takes the lead. While on one level hopelessly
naive, Harriet is able to articulate the epistemological
problem that informs the fantasies of young girls. In
surmising the evolutionary changes wrought in the "diary"
in which they record their own fantastic metafiction,
she observes that: "If it sounds wrong it's because of
the way it's written, not what it means. All the
best parts in the book were written years ago when we
didn't know the proper names for things. We are limited now
by knowing how to express ourselves. It sounds worse
perhaps, but we can't go back".

But while Harriet boldly maintains that they "know the
proper names for things," the girls' vocabulary and their
knowledge are limited by their sources -- local gossip, the
observations of older girls at school, voyeurism, and the
novels of D. H. Lawrence. Their parents, conversely,
function as ineffectual models of a English decorum that
attempts to deny the very existence of sexual matters, even
as they give, through their extreme attempts to cope with
their daughters' increasingly uncontrollable curiosity and
behavior, these same issues undue emphasis and importance.
When the narrator proves "a disgrace owing to the dirty
stories found written in my notebook," her parents,
apparently incapable of exerting any discipline or parental
authority themselves, send her off to an expensive boarding
school to remedy her being "out of control and going wrong
and in need of supervision". Yet the narrator intuits
that the reason for this exile is not so much the "dirty
jokes" -- which, ironically, she learns at boarding school to
commit to memory rather than to writing -- but rather "that
really they were scared of Harriet and me being so
intimate. . . . Nothing else". And while both girls'
fathers are well aware of "incidents in the past never
properly explained" involving Peter Biggs, Harriet's
father alternately fumes hysterically at the idea of his
daughter's apparent attachment to the older man and fears
the loss of Biggs as a valuable golfing companion, while
the narrator's father is limited to mumbling to his
daughter, with little provocation and no explanation, that
Biggs is a "blighter" and "nothing but a damned scoundrel".

Further contributing to this atmosphere of ignorance
and shame is Mrs. Biggs, who, to cover dubious conditions
of her own marriage, becomes a self-appointed neighborhood
censor, spy, and gossip and thereby teaches the girls the
dubious lesson that their own nascent and undefined
sexuality is something about which they should be both
covert and ashamed. By constantly spying on the girls'
activities and reporting them -- with the worst possible
interpretation -- to their respective parents, Mrs. Biggs
not only emulates the behavior of a jealous and prurient
child, but exacerbates and encourages the unsupervised
experimentation that eventually -- and ironically -- results
in her destruction.

Circular in structure, the novel begins with parting of the
girls in the aftermath of the yet-unspecified climactic
event of their relationship. While what exactly has
transpired is unclear, the event has clearly been one that
has established a permanent and indelible bond between the
two, a consummation, though not necessarily of the usual
sexual sort. The emotional atmosphere surrounding the girls
is simultaneously charged with trauma and the need for
dissimulation and with the narrator's sense of physical and
psychic intimacy with Harriet: "_I could feel her breath on
my face, and over her shoulder I could see the street lamps
shining and the little houses all sleeping. She brought her
hand up and I thought she was going to hit me but she only
touched my cheek with her fingers. She said, "Don't cry
now." . . . We stood for a moment looking at each other and
I wondered if she might kiss me. She never had, not in all
the years I had loved her."

As the girls run away from each other with premeditated
screaming, the narrative turns back in time to chronicle
the events of the preceding summer vacation, during which
the narrator and Harriet are reunited after the enforced
separation of boarding school. While apart, the narrator
has "heard new dirty jokes", and Harriet has gone to
Wales. Left to their own devices and plagued by boredom
and a lack of suitable outlets for their curiosity and energy,
the two resume their former occupation of writing elaborate
quasi-fictions in their mutual "diary" and settle on an
unlikely object for their fantasies, the feckless, aged,
and ironically-named Peter Biggs. Out of a need for anonymity
in their writings, in the event of parental discovery, they
dub him "Peter the Great"; but because "the name Peter was
daft... we called him the Tsar".

The precocious Harriet has, by this point, dominated her
friend for a number of years; accordingly, she prompts the
narrator to join her in more daring expressions of their
adolescent awakening of sexual desire. The girls are,
nonetheless, relatively naive in the ways of the world and
thus unable to foresee the consequences of manipulating Mr.
Biggs' own closeted and elaborately confused sexuality,
which manifests itself in unexplained twilight wanderings
around secluded ponds and seaside dunes, all-night
assignations at home with the unctuous Douglas Hind when
Mrs. Biggs is away, and an undue interest in and
identification with pubescent females.

The near-obsessive attention they devote to his every
activity -- as demonstrated by a grotesquely graphic episode
of voyeurism during which they observe Mrs. Biggs forcing
her sexual attentions on her passive and seemingly
unwilling husband -- provokes in turn the infantilized Mr.
Biggs's own undue sexual interest in the narrator. The
spectacle of the Biggs' copulation, an unseemly
introduction to the "mysteries" of adult heterosexuality,
combines with Harriet's ambiguous narrative of her
adventures in Wales and her imperative that the narrator
discover "love" during their summer interlude to agitate
the younger girl's already repressed and manipulated
feelings for Harriet. While the narrator herself shows only
minimal interest in heterosexuality, she feels compelled to
fulfill Harriet's fantastic designs for her. Accordingly,
she encourages Biggs' pathetic and self-pitying attentions,
all the while feeling that the reality of her encounters
with this pathetic man fall far short of the fantasies that
unite her with her friend. And when her motivation to
proceed in the manipulation and "punishment" of Peter Biggs
falters, she contemplates her hopeless love of Harriet as
her first consideration: "I wished I could erase my love
for Harriet as easily as my footprints. I spoke seriously
to myself... resolving to be more adult in my emotions".

She deludes herself into believing herself "in love" with
Biggs for Harriet's sake, and as a result of the
thirteen-year-old narrator finds herself deflowered
in a mechanical encounter with Biggs on the beach, which
she describes as "raptureless, a visit to the doctor,
nothing more, and a distant uneasy discomfort of mind and
body as if both had been caught in a door which had shut
too quickly". Yet Harriet's response to this news is
not the triumphant gloating the narrator expects; rather,
she becomes violently upset, for she had not intended her
friend to experience the physical actuality of sex but
rather the vague metaphysical notion of "love." But because
they do not, in fact, "know the proper names for things,"
one term is easily mistaken or substituted for another in
the slippage-laden language of sexual experience, just
as the narrator's virgin sacrifice to Mr. Biggs is in
effect a surrogated act of love for Harriet. Confronted
by the horrible reality of their misconceived fantasy,
both girls become hysterical, and, when surprised by the
sudden appearance of their erstwhile tormentor Mrs. Biggs,
they panic. Harriet urges the narrator to "Hit her... hit
her", and, seizing a convenient walking stick, she strikes
one fatal blow.

In the aftermath of this "accident," which Harriet, with a
perverted yet appropriate sense of justice, arranges to
blame on the dead woman's husband, the narrator's feelings
for Harriet, so recently sorely tested, are renewed: "I did
love Harriet then. She was so wise, so good, so sweetly
clever". The indissoluble secret they now share in a
society that treats sexuality itself as a dirty secret
leads to an intimacy between the two girls that resembles
sexual passion. The novel concludes as it began, with
Harriet calmly and gently comforting her traumatized
friend, who, in this moment, still seeks a kiss, the reward
of physical gratification in return for her misguided acts
of devotion, from Harriet.

--------------------------------------------------------




Academic paper note:
--------------------------------------------------------

Werkner, Patrick.
_The Child-Woman and Hysteria: Images of the Female Body
in the Art of Schiele_

In: Patrick Werkner (ed.). _Egon Schiele: art, sexuality,
and Viennese modernism._  Palo Alto, California: The
Society for the Promotion of Science and Scholarship. 1994.

--------------------------------------------------------
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'Tsarevitch' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Howdy everyone,

Ironic thing happened last week, sorry for any digressions,
got a free box of cereal with that memory-improving Gingka
herb.  Oddly enough the first day I ate it, instead of being
able to remember things better - I completely forgot my
passwords to almost all my e-mail accounts!  It took me
literally hours of trying to type different combinations.

Now back to our regularly scheduled posting...

--

'Angel DeAmor' Dearest Friend wrote:

>...  I was slashing my arms with a steak knife.

>She had already presumed me guilty of "touching the boy's
penis and >making him touch mine"!!!

>Whether it's feasible or not that's not my concern.  I
>almost killed myself just now, but hey if I'm gonna die
>anyway at least I will fight to set things right.

Stop and think of the consequences from your suicidal
tendencies...

Here in the United States, self mutilation and attempts at
suicide = STRONG FEELINGS OF GUILT!  Even if you are
innocent of the charges against the boy, your relatives
possibly interpret your self destructive acts as full
admission of guilt.  Period.

If you succeed and committing suicide -

I. You will forever be seen as the relative who molested
that boy, (Who will defend your honor?)

II. Suicide is THE MOST SELFISH AND INCONSIDERATE OF ACTS!
Those remaining here on the planet, esp. your ten year old
lg, will be beyond devastated!  What about the little boy
who falsely charged you?  Yes for whatever reason he accused
you, being it childish malice towards you or from a forced
fake confession.  This child will have to live through the
rest of his life knowing (using a child's logic of self
guilt) that he pushed you into suicide.  If you really are a
girl-lover, you would never emotionally destroy a child like
this!

III. I am personally an atheist, but if I'm wrong you just
might find yourself spending eternity...  Hopefully you
get my thread.

Find another way of escape!  Even if it means running away
for good.  Get a good lawyer if you must stay... or choose
your own therapist if you really suspect the one they
provided.  Get the boy to recant in a group intervention...
I know I am grasping at straws, but suicide is the
equivalent to dropping a nuclear bomb to end a "hostage"
crisis.  Yes it will end the situation and "kill" the
hostage taker but it will "kill" the hostages and demolish
the lives in the surrounding area.  However little worth you
think your life has, it really is worth one hundred times
more to everyone else, (yes even to a complete stranger
living in the North East part of the United States!)

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
> I was wrestling around with her (not touching her in any
>inappropriate >way, mind you) and all of a sudden she says
>"let me go."  When I >didn't right away she said: "I mean
>it."  It was clear she >did, so I sort of pushed her away
>and sulked.

It is clear that, to take your word for it that there was
nothing inappropriate, she as been indoctrinated to be
suspicious of virtually any kind of touch.  She is a child
and given a child's logic might have taken one of her
parents warnings about "those bad bad touches in your
private spots" and stretch them to the extreme.  That said,
maybe she actually has sexual feelings for you and she
confused them with the above mentioned molestation
preventer's golden rule, (All touching that makes you feel
"funny" is then labelled bad).

>A woman my age (ugh) that I knew from high school has asked
>if I want to go on a few days trip with her.  She knows
>nothing of my orientation.  She thinks I am just a shy
>bachelor.

My condolences.  Do you think that she has any romantic
expectations attached to this trip?  What a conundrum!
Maybe if you act really, really shy you can get away without
any intimacies, (eeewwww!).

>It seems ridiculous but it's true that I feel like I
>have more to say to an 11 yr.  old than someone my own age.

Join the club.  That's why I have to go one the internet to
have a real conversation with my peers, can't do it in
person.

>Perhaps psycho-analysis would help?

Don't waste your money!  Probably end up blaming your father
for having molested you, whether he did it or not.  Besides,
do you want to lose your gl status?  A shrink would not
accept you remaining as a paedophile.  You must be to get
rid of that part of your personality that makes you and
individual and try to join the rest of Normal Society.  Not
worth it!  Besides, we would miss having you here!

Would have wrote something with more depth but had the fire
taken out of me when I was trying to just get into my email
account!

Your prematurely senile gl,

'Tsarevitch'

PS: I did remember one thing, if you hadn't watched the
PowerPuff Girls cartoon on the cable network, Cartoon
Network, you are missing something great.  An Americanized
manga satire with 3 super-heroine kindergarteners, Blossum,
Buttercup, and Bubbles.  "Saving the world before bedtime!"

If you Europeans don't get The Cartoon Network sorry for
the tease, but here's the link...  www.powerpuffgirls.com

---------------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris'
---------------------------------------------------------------

Dear all, I haven't much to report of late. Just the continuation of
Desiree's strange behaviour. For example, she painted my name in mud on the
step of my apartment last week. Was it love or spite?  Sometimes lg's
are just a mystery. Her brothers have still proven themselves to be my
friends, greeting me whenever possible. Melanie, the very loveable red-haired
girl, hasn't been around for the last few weeks. I went over to her
grandmother's apartment yesterday to ask if she was okay, and was told that
she was staying with her father for the time being. No certainty as to how
long that would last.

I haven't had much time to spend with Becky lately. A cold has had me down
for the last couple of weeks, with only enough strength to work & sleep.
Though that doesn't stop her from incessantly beating my door down looking
for a playmate.

--

To 'Philontonus:' I am glad to have been of some support. I know that one of
my biggest problems with other people is their selfishness. Even when the
closest of friends are trying to look out for you, when it comes down to it
they tend to inadvertently look for their own interests before your own. This
is in regards to suicide especially. In my opinion a person has little true
control or ownership over much of anything in life. One should at least have
the quiet dignity of ending one's own existence in peace as a last courtesy.
For others to dominate control of that last shred of dignity is truly a
dehumanizing betrayal.

--

To 'Yuri:' I am familiar with the African custom of female genital
mutilation as well, and am similarly disgusted by it. To me, to rob a person
of their ability to derive pleasure of some aspect of life is completely
wrong. As regards male circumcision, I cannot really give a balanced view on
the subject. I am circumcised, and do not know any different. As far as I've
always known, it is a wide-spread practice in the Americas in order to
maintain better hygiene.

Though I would like to offer more responses, I haven't the time. I shall
return. Love,

'Ex Astris'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

re: the novel _Green Fruit_

I wrote:
>I happen to own a copy.  Undoubtedly most rare - "Green
>Fruit" is out of print and it is unlikely that a book like
>this will show up in book stores in our lifetimes.

'Q' wrote:
>Your hyperbole is a little extreme here.  The book was
>printed in probably 5000 copies only 25 years ago.  I
>found a copy on the net by doing a simple book search.
>But then how can we take seriously someone who doesn't
>know that PAL movies don't play on NTSC machines!  8=}

I never said you could not _find_  a copy.  I said it would
not be appearing  "in book stores" (read: local,
neighbourhood, chain) in your lifetime.  The fact that some
copies are available someplace isn't the point.

5000 copies is nothing.  I did a little search of my own and
found (book trader.com) one for $150.00 (US).  This book
originally cost $5.  The very fact that the book's price has
risen 2900 percent (that's right, two thousand, nine hundred
percent) attests to it's relative rarity.

I rest my case.

By the way, it isn't necessary to be redundant.  Hyperbole
is always extreme, that's why it's called hyperbole.  But
then what are we to expect from a guy who spends much of his
time in darkened parlours, immersed in the fantasies others?
Later,  PAL  :-)

'Easy Rider'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Lloyd' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone. Hope you're all doing OK. (Or at least as well as
can be expected!) Well, last time I said it was just going to
be a short post, and it kind of went out of control, as my
writing tends to do. So this week I'm not going to make a
promise I can't live up to.

--

'Kittencuddler' (I think) wrote:
>Maybe one day I'll get brave enough to post some of my
>experiences here.

To which 'Q' replied:
>It's not bravery, it's folly! I found from experience it's
>better to keep your private life private. Anything you post
>may be tracked to you. If you are open about your
>experiences here it could be taken out of context and used
>against you.

I don't want to step on anyone's toes, or insult anyone here,
but I think that is a _little_ extreme. Sure, we have to be
careful about what we say, and I don't doubt that people _have_
been arrested due to posting on forums/talking in e-mails about
their "experiences". I think, though, that it should be fairly
safe to post about your experiences, 'Kittencuddler' - just as
long as you don't give any info that would _strongly_ link you
to any possible criminal acts. Don't take this the wrong way,
Q, I don't mean any offence, like I said, but I thought that
talking about our private lives and experiences was the main
purpose of this list.

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>Good grief Lloyd!!... you d'man!!

>Are you REALLY only a teenager?... Your understanding, humour and
>writing skills belie your youth, I am only just beginning to see
>some of the stuff you talk about..

I've no real purpose in quoting that, other than that I want to
bask in the glory again! ;-) Seriously, though, thanks for that.

>who knows... we MIGHT be neighbours!

Could be, could be...

>I was thinking of you as I watched that program (_Sex from 8 to 18_)
>on Channel 4 Tuesday night.

Eeek - I feel dirty!  ;-) I _hope_ you didn't mean thinking
of me in _that_ kind of way... On a side note, this week's
episode is about the fact that children are hitting puberty
earlier.  Apparently one in six girls now starts puberty at
the age of eight.  (hence the title of the series, I
suppose).  I'll try and keep awake this time round, and if I
do, there'll be a report/review thing further down.

One question I have for you, Daveboy, if you don't mind me
asking, is if your wife knows about your "proclivities".  No
particular reason, just curious.

--

I remember what I was going to say in my last post now.
When looking through the archives, I read that somebody was
thinking of writing an article to go in the newspaper about
girl loving.  (Don't remember the name, and can't be arsed
[bothered] to look it up...) Does anyone know if he got
anywhere?  Because what I was thinking was maybe write an
article for something a little more "liberal".  Does anyone
know if an organisation like Amnesty International has a
magazine/journal?  A rather more radical, human-rights type
publication like that would probably be more receptive to
our views.  Another thought was the Big Issue here in
England, as their articles tend to be at the more radical
end of the political spectrum.

  [ Big Issue has a big 'blind spot' when it comes to 'abuse' - a lot
    of homeless people have come out of the (so-called) care system,
    and have been enticed by the prospects of making huge amounts
    of money in compensation claims through alleging past abuse.
    Some claims are legitimate, a few are legitimate but
    exaggerated, and the majority are probably not legit at all.

    However, a successor to the now sadly defunct _LM magazine_ is
    being planned, online & offshore this time, called _Spiked_
    - info@spiked-online.com  and they are looking for new
    writers. Probably plan on chopping out three quarters of
    the first draft :), judging on your verbose writing style. ]

--

News story today in the paper about a young girl (15 years
old) who was studying at university and has disappeared.
Yes, that's right - 15 years old and at University (Oxford
University, no less).  She's one of these "child prodigy"
types.  Well, her and her brothers and sisters have all been
taught at home by their father, a maths professor.  She
started a course in maths at Oxford at the age of 13, two of
her siblings (12 and 16) are studying maths at another uni,
and her six year-old sister has just sat her maths A-Level.

She's apparently disappeared with some bloke she met over the
internet, although no-one's sure quite what happened.  I
must admit, I think she's probably done a runner, and I'm
not that surprised.  Imagine the pressure she must be under.
Cut off from people her own age, all that sort of thing.
This is going to be another of my rants, I feel, but I
really hate when you see "Youngest ever pupil to sit exams!"
"Child Professor!" and all these sorts of things.  I'm not
against children achieving the best they can, but I am a bit
suspicious of the parents.  (But why on earth for?)  I think
that in these cases it is likely that the parents have
forced the child into doing whatever it is they have done.
Forced them to do things they are not ready for (Hands up
those of you who think you can see where this is leading...)
Isn't this sort of thing potentially damaging?

I think so - and I think this case just goes to prove it.
It's the old case of double-standards - underage drinking is
bad, underage sex is bad, underage learning is good.  Now,
presumably there is a rationale behind age of consent laws
- there must be a consensus that, in Britain, somebody is
ready for sex by the age of 16.  The normal age for
attending university is 18 (or later).  Why? Because up
until that point people have to learn things to get them
ready, academic and non-academic.  Yet when somebody has
sex underage it is a crime, when somebody gets to
university early, it is seen as an achievement.  Strange,
huh?  And as for the girl's parents, there was an
interesting quote in the paper.  Her mother said "She might
be a university student, but she is still only 15.  She is
naive and innocent and she is so trusting."  (Trusting?
Yes, your honour, I confess!  I once believed something that
somebody said, please don't punish me _too_ harshly...)

Well, what I'd like to know is this - if you didn't think
she was mature enough to look after herself, make her own
decisions, especially concerning relationships, then why the
heck did you send her off alone to a place where she'd have
to make these decisions?  It's lunacy. I mean, honestly,
what did they expect?  I mean, I feel sorry for the poor
girl.  It must have been pretty awful for her.

Now, I expect many on this list have experienced university
life, (Excessive alcohol consumption, casual sex, drugs,
the usual ;-) ) But this girl was _15_ which meant that
(legally, at any rate) she couldn't either drink, or have
sex, or even buy a lottery ticket.  How could she be expected
to blend into the life at university?  Well, anyway, enough
of that for now...

--

'Easy Rider' shared a letter he'd had from a past love, who
said she'd have been ready to "take the plunge" with him
when she was 10, and then he wrote afterwards:

>Maybe the world has it all wrong.
>Maybe the only sin is to refuse sexual love to a little girl
>when she calls you to her bed.

I'd agree with you on that one.  Are we ants?  What is our
society to say what is best for each individual?  Isn't that
what was wrong with communism, that the whole dominated the
individual?  I'll repeat what I've said before - if an lg
asks for sex, who are we to say that she shouldn't have it?
That she isn't ready?  Surely the asking is proof that she
_is_ ready.  Well, thanks for sharing that with us, ER.  I
bet you're kicking yourself now, right?  Ah, the benefits of
hindsight... One question, though, if you don't mind me
asking - what form did your relationship take before the
time you brutally and callously deprived her of her innocent
maidenhood?  That is to say, were you "just friends" to that
point?  I was just curious to know if she is aware that you
are a gl (Well, I guess she must have known to some extent,
but you know what I mean - I hope!)  OK, I'll try that again.
What I meant to say, was, is she still aware that you are a
gl?  That is, does she think that she was just a "one-off",
or does she know you are attracted to lgs in general?

--

Saw part 2 of the TV documentary _Sex from 8 to 18_.  Quite
interesting.

Like I said, this time it was about the lowering age of
puberty.  I was quite pleased, as generally the program
seemed to be quite impartial.  It still strayed onto the
more "conservative" side, but was fairly balanced.  One of
the experts they interviewed talked about the "dangers of
early sexual exploration" or words to that effect, but
didn't go on to say what these supposed "dangers" were.  I
guess she means the children will all become deranged sex
offenders, the prey of deranged sex offenders, or get
pregnant.  I was encouraged by what one 15 year old boy
said, which I'll paraphrase here - "what girls want is a
relationship with love and all that sort of stuff, while at
14, 15, 16 boys just want sex."  Yes, that's right, friend,
deprive them of what they want, so they have to seek out
older men for gratification... <maniacal laughter>.  I think
that pretty much all of the girls interviewed (from the age
of 10 to 15, approximately) were not impressed by boys their
age, but then they never are, are they?  One of the mothers
on their said something very interesting, too.  Her daughter
was 11, I think, and was dressed rather too maturely, in the
opinion of her mother.  I would have to agree - she was
wearing high boots and a short dress.  It looked quite nice
on her, but was rather too mature.  Anyway, back to the
point.  The mother said that it wasn't a good idea for her
to dress like that, the general gist being that she might
get "attention" from the wrong sort of people.  But she took
quite an encouraging view.  Rather than say that there were
evil paedophiles lurking in wait, she said to the camera
that she thought it was wrong as it would "mislead men into
thinking that she was older than she really was."  I was
quite pleased with this, as it wasn't the usual biased sort
of view you might expect.  My view on marketing to lgs was
also picked up - fashions etc.  forcing them to try and
become adults sooner.  (11 year old girls talking about
buying fake nails, eyelashes and so on.)  One woman also
said about childhood that "we live in a nostalgic age,
looking back to a golden age of childhood that never
actually existed."  I think I'd agree with that to some
extent.  The same is true of so-called "family values", in
my opinion, though I'll leave that for another day...

There was also a bit about a survey they did here in Britain
about stages of sexual development.  They sent out
questionnaires to families with eight year-old children,
which had drawings of the genitalia - and breasts for girls
- at various stages of development.  The idea was that the
child tick the box next to the drawing which was most like
them.

There was a great bit with a set of triplets - they were
really cute girls.  They were sitting with their mother,
filling out this questionnaire (doing the "covering-the-
eyes-and-going-ugh" act - "It's so rude", really cute!).
Anyway, the mother had this questionnaire open, a
double-sheet of A4 in front of her.  The first page was of
the breasts - from no breasts at all to fully developed -
and the page facing it was the female genitalia, graded from
no hair at all to full growth.  The mother was filling it
in, with the girls around her.  One of the girls was
pointing at the second drawing of the genitals, saying
"that's us".  The mother was doing the "huffing and puffing"
type routine, flustering around.  The girl goes again "But
mummy, that's us.  We've got some hair" and the mother goes
"No, we've got to do this page first", pointing to the
breasts.  It was quite funny, but also almost worrying.
Maybe worrying isn't the right word, but you could see that
this woman did _not_ want to hear that the had begun to grow
hair.  I suppose it's that thing of being afraid/aware that
you are losing your little girl, that she's becoming an
adult.

Just before this bit with the questionnaire, they were
saying about an experiment in the 1950s where lots of young
people were examined by a doctor, and the narrator said that
this sort of hig was not possible today with the taboos over
child nudity.  This was followed with a good minute of
pictures of naked lgs!  Arty ones, done in black and white
and then a colour "wash" on the computer.  But still... I
was happy ;-)

The interviews were also quite interesting, though nothing
really sticks in my memory.  One final thing that I liked
was a piece of footage of a fifty year-old teacher talking
to a group of boys and girls (Possibly 11, maybe even
slightly younger) about masturbation.  Again, a positive
thing - "It's not unhealthy.  It makes some people feel
nice."  (he he, NICE?  ;-) Not _quite_ the word I would use,
but it'll do.)

--

After that was on, I watched "Les Miserables", the new film
adaptation.  It had Liam Neeson and Uma Thurman in it.
Pretty good, made especially good by one little "thing" in
particular ;-).  I don't know if anyone knows the story of
Les Mis, I didn't until I watched that film, but basically
it's set in revolutionary France, Uma Thurman loses her job
because she is found out to have a child, despite not being
married.  She then has to become a whore, in order to pay
for her (Oooh, anyone want to place a bet on the sex of the
child?  Anyone for male?  No-one?  Hmm, how did you
guess...) daughter's upbringing.  The daughter lives with
another family.  Anyway, Uma is dying, and Liam Neeson, the
mayor, goes to bring back the child, though Uma dies before
he does, and he ends up on the run from the police.  The
girl is a beautiful six year- old.  (Une petite fille tres
chouette, for all the francophones out there.  At least, as
long as what I've said means "A very cute little girl", and
not "A little girl very small owl".  It's been a couple of
years since I did French.)  She is being exploited by her
foster-family.  Cinderella-type deal - she does work at
their inn.  Liam turns up, and sees her making stockings for
the innkeeper's other daughters.  He asks about her, and the
innkeeper's wife asks if he wants to "buy" her.  Liam asks
how much the stockings are worth, and pays the innkeeper
that much to let her play.  (After she sits and plays with
her doll for a few moments, the innkeeper says "Perhaps the
gentleman would like her to play in his lap?" - I
cringed!).  Anyway, Liam ends up leaving with her.  They
walk to Paris, hide in a nunnery.  There is a close up on
the beautiful lg asleep and then BLAM!  The "Ten Years
Later" sign comes up, and the lg is replaced with Clare
Danes failing miserably to speak in a convincing English
accent.  I was gutted.  Oh well, such is life...

--

Encounter with a heavenly lg the other day.  Well, not much
of an "encounter", but I did get a chance to look at her for
a good ten minutes.  I was in the a centre, looking for
some way of financing a trip out of England. A woman came
in, complete with daughter (Tut tut, missing school!)  I'd
say she was about nine or ten, with blonde hair.  It was
more of a sandy blonde, rather than yellow.  Reached to the
small of her back, in a pony-tail.  Those mid-calf "Cargo
pants" or whatever they call them, a kind of tie-dyed
T-Shirt, and sandals.  She was really pretty, and I got
those warm, tingly sensations from her.  (No, not _those_
ones!  Get your mind out of the gutter, boy!  ;-) Seriously,
do you know the sort of thing I mean?  It's that
inexplicable, oh I don't know what, let's say 'je ne sais
quoi'.  (Yes, I _know_ that's what it means _really_, just
joking with you!)  (Wait, were those just brackets _within_
brackets?)  (Yup, and so are these) (Help!  I'm lost!)

Sorry, I'm in one of those moods.  Back to the point (How
many times have I said that in this post alone?  God, I
really should stop breaking up the flow like this.), it's
those tingling feelings that, to me, tell me I'm a gl.  I
don't get them from all lgs, only some.  It's that feeling
that just makes you want to _do_ something that will allow
you to share a piece of your life with the lg.  just a
moment of contact, _something_.)  Bollocks, I really lost
the plot on that one.

Anyway, I'm in this place with this girl, showing a particular
interest in looking at all of the ads again, despite the
fact that I'd been in there a good ten minutes before the
woman and her daughter arrived, and had already found one
that interested me.  I didn't want to go to the woman behind
the desk as I would lose sight of the girl.  So I'm there,
pretending to look at all of these ads, while my
attention is on much higher things.  The mother's there for
almost ten minutes before she leaves.  And that was that.
Ten minutes of heaven and hell rolled into one.  The sheer
pleasure of watching the girl as she wandered around looking
at all the ads and stuff, and the futility of being completely
unable to do anything, as well as the uncomfortable realisation
that I'm 'stalking' a nine year old girl through a public place.
I _wish_ that I could have done something, but there was no
way I could approach her - her mother was within ten feet or
so, there were a couple of other people in there, and a couple
more behind the desk.  I don't know.  If she'd been sitting
about bored, and I was just there with somebody who was
looking around, rather than looking myself, I might have
got up the nerve to go and entertain her or something,
though I doubt that.  Oh well.

--

Bizarre appeal.  Anyone know any good university courses for
a gl?  I've got to make some kind of decision soon.  I'm
tempted by film studies, as I'm very interested in film.  My
supposed direction is to go for law.  I'm having my doubts,
though, as I'm not sure that law is really _me_. I suppose
it'll save on costs for future court cases, though...

Bye for now

'Lloyd'
---------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Film Studies & Journalism?  Or Journalism & Law? ]





'Stephen'
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hello All :)

To Lloyd:

How do I sign up for the Lloyd Fanclub?  Yes, I'm another admirer
of your posts.  Seriously though, I really do enjoy your writing
style.

I also wanted to comment on what you wrote about the sexualization
of LGs. I think you're absolutely right:  there seems to be a
trend to dress LGs in a sexy way,  but God help anyone who openly
acknowledges this.  It's so weird.  This is Hypocrisy with a capital
H.  As I mentioned here before, we can also see this in the numerous
'Barely Legal' type porn mags.  Often the over-18's women in these
are in pigtails, shaved, etc. Obviously there's a big market for
this stuff - as an attempt at explaining it I would recommend a
book, 'Erotic Innocence - the Culture of Child Molesting' by James
Kincaid.  This deals with this whole subject.

Take care people,

'Stephen'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

I had a very interesting experience today. I was at the local
park practising my sport when, amongst the empty beer cans and
hypodermic needles, I found a pair of girls panties; size 6.
They were in a pile of clothing containing an adult woman's
clothing as well. It makes me wonder how a pile of female
clothing was in that park in the first place. I waited to see
if anyone would come around to show an interest in the place
where I found them but no one arrived so I took the size 6
panties home. Maybe I could be like Prince Charming and find
the girl that fits the panties <he he>.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'True' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all, my name is 'True',

I'm from the USA, and I grew up in Vermont. You may have heard
we just had the first, legal 'marriage' in the US of gay people.
They're not calling it a 'marriage' but that's what it is.
Vermont is the first state to do this, I am very proud of my state.

Sooner or latter other states will follow. Some of you may think
this post is "off-topic" but I think its about "tolerance"!
Little by little the public and the law will become more tolerant
of people that are sexually different from what they think is the
norm!

I'm not gay, I'm a man attracted to girls 7-13, but I think this
is a good thing for ALL people. Do they let gays get married in
the UK? Are they as paranoid about GL'S there as they are in the
US?

...getting serious for a change,

'True'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>Well, I've had an education in video.  In America we use one
>system and in most of Europe they use what is called PAL.
>It turns out that you can buy a  VCR here that will show
>PAL and also SEACAM which is used for films in France.
>
>Samsung makes one for about $500.  This will also play
>American videos so it may be worth it to buy if you are
>going to watch foreign films.

Thank you for that info, I've been looking for one.

--

'Quilty" wrote:
>'kittencuddler' wrote:
>>To Quilty,
>>Maybe one day I'll get brave enough to post some of my
>>experiences here.
>
>It's not bravery, it's folly!  I found from experience it's
>better to keep your private life private.  Anything you post
>may be tracked to you.  If you are open about your
>experiences here it could be taken out of context and used
>against you.  Someone I know was busted recently on the
>other side of the world and the police used his computer to
>arrest another acquaintance on a different continent.  A
>word to the wise.

Quilty is absolutely right in saying that there is a risk in sharing our
personal experiences here.  I'm lucky enough that a good portion of my age
range of interest is legal in my country (even if frowned upon), so even if
I did have a relationship and shared details here, there isn't much law
enforcement could do.  In the end, however, we each have two choices: to
remain secluded, never sharing our thoughts, ideas, or experiences, to give
in to paranoia, or to take the risk and share these things with a group of
people who will understand.  Gays and lesbians went through much the same
sort of thing fifty years ago.  IMHO, if we ever want to be accepted into
mainstream society (and that will be a long and arduous road and not likely
happen in our lifetimes (except maybe Lloyd's)) we have to start somewhere,
and that means trusting each other.  Yes there is a risk, but what in life
doesn't come with risk?  It's up to each individual on this list to decide
for himself how much to share, and to how much risk they're willing to be
exposed.

--

>'Lloyd' wrote:
>Channel 4 have also set up a "Generation Sex"
>website, designed to educate young people about sex, and
>offer advice.  If anyone's interested, you can go to
>http://gensex.channel4.com/ There's a facility there for
>asking completely anonymous questions, which I did.
<snip>
>your reply.  Mine came up as saying "The advisers chose not
>to answer your question".  I was, to put it mildly, a little
>miffed.  After all, I am technically a young person, so why
>didn't I receive "advice and support"?  The advisers are not
>supposed to be "judgmental", yet by _choosing_ not to answer
>my question, didn't they make a judgement on it?  That I
>wasn't worth, or didn't deserve, help?  Weren't they
>supposed to help me make a decision?  Well, seeing as they
>obviously didn't see the need to help me with the decision
>about whether having sex with little girls is a good thing
>or not, I'll assume they realise that it is obvious.  That
>having sex with little girls is not only a good thing to do,
>but should be done as much as possible.  After all, it's
>good for them, isn't it?  Even if they don't know it.  And as
>they're to young to make the decision for themselves, I'll
>make it for them.  If you'll excuse me, I'm just going to
>step out now and rape some seven year-olds... <irony>

Despite the irony, have you considered that maybe they chose not to answer
because they knew the truth: consensual sex with someone who is mature
enough to make that decision isn't bad?

>Next thing I wanted to say was a big "Spaseebo, tavarich"
>(That's "Thank you, comrade", In Russian, I think.  And the
>absolute limit of my knowledge of the Russian language.)

Vy govoritye po-russki khorosho!  Actually, I'm Canadian and I don't know
all that much Russian, I just took a year of it back when I was at
university.  It is a beautiful language and culture, though.

>;) Oh, and I'll have to make a note of the phrase "moral
>relativist".  I also liked your description of people doing
>things because they want to, and investigating _why_ they
>want to do them - I'd not looked at it like that before.  As
>for the whole left-wing/Russian thing - wouldn't that make a
>great new conspiracy for all those right-wing conspiracy
>theorists?  You've already got crazy theories like the
>Jewish/negro conspiracy, now we can start off the
>paedophile/communist movement - "Paedos of the world unite,
>you have nothing to lose but your dirty macs."  I like it...

While I've never been a big fan of conspiracy theories, unless we do unite,
we will never achieve acceptance.  It starts slowly, and builds from there,
and some members of this list are making progress in their own families.
Some have suggested books, websites, etc.  And that is all progress.  I'm
guessing, but I'm not that sure, that the majority of the negative opinions,
especially in the U.S. come more from the Christian-Right thinking all sex
is bad, and to remove that would make it a lot easier to take the next step.

>'Daveboy' wrote:
>'Lloyd' wrote:
>> <snip> (loads 'n' loads of fascinatin' stuff..)
>
>Good grief Lloyd!!... you d'man!!
>
>Are you REALLY only a teenager?... Your understanding, humour and
>writing skills belie your youth, I am only just beginning to see
>some of the stuff you talk about.. (write about!) But that
>observation about how we all dress lg's to look sexy, then moan
>if someone notices the fact... YES.. I've said that all along.

I don't think that Lloyd's excellent writing skills, compassionate
understanding and humour belie his youth, I just think that children, and
teenagers in particular are devalued in today's society.  And I agree with
both of you about making lg's into sex objects, and then bemoaning the fact
that lg's are sex objects.

My previous post apparently didn't get through, so I've re-sent it, and
hopefully it will get through for next week's ASGL-L.

'Yuri'
---------------------------------------------------------------




Yuri's previous, missed, post:
---------------------------------------------------------------

>'DD' wrote:
>I spoke about my female friend who seemed to guess about me.
>either I have found a true ally in this old and
>trusted friend, or its the biggest mistake of my life.

Time will tell, but trust your judgement of your friends.  If you felt she
was trustworthy enough to share your secret with, odds are she will prove
that trust well deserved.

>I wrote:
>>'Drew' wrote:
>>BTW, for our friends in England, what's a Swot?
>
>Ianthe commented:
>>  [ A 'swot' is old school slang for a boy or girl who likes reading,
>>    is intelligent, and who studies and passes exams.  Aka: 'brainbox',
>>    'prof' or 'professor', or 'Brains' (after the Thunderbirds character.)
>>    Usually wears glasses. ]
>
>In North American slang, a swot would be a nerd.  Welcome aboard, Drew.
>
>   [ A nerd would differ - in that nerds are not conformists, whereas
>     swots generally are. Something to do with the English class
>     system, I guess. ]

I guess a swot would be closer to a preppie, then.  The Alex P. Keaton type.

>'Lloyd' wrote:
>Hi, it's me again!  Well, first I want to
>apologise (not sure if that's _quite_ the right word - I
>suppose "make an excuse" would be better, or "justify" or
>something) for my rabid rantings in the last post.

No need to apologize.  That's what we're all here for.

>The main thing I hate about this manipulation of young girls
>through marketing, consumerism, and all that jazz is a
>subject I managed to completely miss.  What I hate is the
>hypocrisy.  The fact that it's alright for lgs to have a
>"sexual identity" in terms of the products they consume, but
>once they actually become sexually involved somehow, it is
>"wrong".

Unfortunately, human beings are not known for their logical thinking.

>And then you have the
>opposite end of the scale - people like.... <gulp>
>....Britney Spears (Lloyd takes a break from writing as he
>is wracked by shivers of revulsion), who has made a career
>by prancing about dressed up as a lg.  What does this say?
>"It's alright to be attracted to people _pretending_ to be
>young girls, just as long as they're _not_ actually young
>girls".  So what?  The _idea_ of young girls being
>attractive is OK, but the idea of being attracted to them
>isn't?  I can feel the red mist rising again, so I'll leave
>it there.

Don't forget that Britney Spears was underage in most U.S. States until
very recently, and would still be considered underage in some countries.

>Which brings me back to the
>"girl-lover"/"child-molester" debate.
<snip>
>But anyway, the other
>point to remember is that while we may not consider
>ourselves child-molesters, I would say that a lot of us are
>in the eyes of the law.  I don't actually know, but I
>_think_ I would be right in saying that _any_ form of
>contact with an lg that could be construed as sexual -
>possibly something as innocent as stroking hair, and almost
>certainly something as forward as French-kissing - would be
>classified as child molestation/abuse.  Therefore anyone who
>does anything like this _is_ technically a child-molester.
>(Don't quote me on this, though, as my knowledge of the law
>is hardly encyclopaedic.)

As far as Canadian law is concerned (I don't know much about other
jurisdictions), stroking hair -> not a crime; french-kissing -> crime
(unless the younger person is 14 or older)

>The
>majority were a little below my preferred age (10-14),

It's nice to have someone else on the list with the same general preferred
age (mine is basically 10 to 16).

>My dad said "Oh, Lloyd (NOT my real name!)  won't be
>coming with us."

Why didn't your father let you go?

>Second film I saw was the remake of "The Parent Trap".  The
>girls (well, technically, girl - they did the old "doubling
>up to make her look like twins" trick) were really cute, 11
>years old, red hair, slightly too many freckles for my liking,
>but still really nice.

That would be Lindsay Lohan.  She is about to turn 14 on July 2.

You mentioned that you like dark hair and blue eyes.  What do you think of
Georgina Sherrington who plays Mildred Hubble on the Worst Witch?

--

>'Lloyd' wrote:
>I just wanted to let all the other English gls out there that
>on Tuesday 27th of June, a series of programs about teenage sex
>is starting on Channel 4.  The program on that Tuesday starts
>at 9 o'clock in the evening, and is called "Sex from 8 to 18".
>Yes, that's right, *_8_*!  Could be interesting... I'm
>wondering whether it will deal with intergenerational sex,
>and if so, what stance it will take... Should be interesting
>at any rate.

For our friends in Western Canada who get SuperChannel, a few movies of
possible interest to GLs airing in July:

AIRSPEED - Action; 1998; Joe Montegna, Elisha Cuthbert.  After lightening
strikes Flight 109, the passengers' only change for survival is a
13-year-old girl.  1h 28m; PG for language.  July 19 at 21:00, July 20 at
04:00, July 22 at 11:30, July 27 at 08:00, July 27 at 19:00, July 31 at
06:00 and July 31 at 17:30.

BABY FACE - Drama; 1998; Lenore Zann.  A teenager has an affair with her
mother's live-in boyfriend.  1h 52m; R for language, violence, nudity.  July
18 at 02:00

DANCING ON THE MOON - Drama; 1998; Natalie Vansier.  A 13-year-old girl
begins to experience profound changes and shares them with her two best
friends.  1h 27 m; Canadian; PG for mature content.  July 1 at 10:00, July 5
at 07:30, July 24 at 09:30, and July 31 at 07:30.

LOLITA - Drama; 1997; Jeremy Irons, Dominque Swain, Melanie Griffith.  A
middle-aged man who never quite left behind his adolescence has a love
affair with a young teenage girl.  2h 12 m; R for nudity, language.  July 2
at 01:00.

A SOLDIER'S DAUGHTER NEVER CRIES - Drama; 1998; Kris Kristofferson, Barbara
Hershey.  The life of an American family, residing in Paris in the '60s and
'70s, is seen through the eyes of the daughter.  The story begins when an
orphan is brought into the family.  2h 7m; A for language.  July 27 at
01:30.

For those who get MovieMax:

I'LL NEVER GET TO HEAVEN - Drama; 1992; Amy Stewart.  Life changes for a
girl when her father leaves the family.  1h 32m; Canadian; PG for mature
content.  July 4 at 11:30, July 8 at 07:30, July 19 at 14:30, July 28 at
18:00, and July 30 at 10:30.

IN COUNTRY - Drama, 1989, Emily Lloyd.  A girl learns about the Vietnam War
and her deceased father.  1h 56m; A for violence, language.  July 1 at
19:00, July 4 at 23:00, July 13 at 03:00, and July 29 at 01:30.

THE LITTLE GIRL WHO LIVES DOWN THE LANE - Thriller; 1977; Jodie Foster.
When a girl's father dies, she keeps his death a secret.  1h 32m; PG for
violence, language.  July 6 at 17:30, July 10 at 09:00, July 28 at 16:15,
and July 30 at 06:30.

SHEENA - Action; 1982; Tanya Roberts.  An orphaned girl raised in the jungle
protects her kingdom from modern warfare and ideologies.  1h 56m; PG for
nudity violence.  July 7 at 08:00, July 15 at 17:30, and July 24 at 13:00.

Of these I've only ever seen Lolita and The Little Girl Who Lives Down the
Lane, so I can't speak for the value of the others, I only got the
descriptions out of the tv guide.  The Little Girl Who Lives Down the Lane
is a must see, with a young Jodie Foster (13) in bed with a 15 or 16 year
old boy.

Take care all.

'Yuri'
---------------------------------------------------------------




From BoyChat:
---------------------------------------------------------------

I see all kinds of things where I work but one would
never expect to videotape some live action on the job... but
it has happened more than once.

A fourteen year old boy pulled his pants down and mooned
the camera and later on, a little girl pulled her pants
down and began fondling herself in front of the camera. Few
days later, a young boy sat on a chair and revealed his
manhood through his loosely cuffed shorts and it's all on
tape.

What kind of pornographer am I? Actually, I have no control
over this camera whatsoever because it's a surveillance
camera. If we ever got robbed and the police had to check
out our videotape, it makes me wonder who'd really get
busted.

The tapes regenerate over and over and I don't get the
opportunity to watch these things repeatedly, not that I'd
want to.

How do you suppose the law handles situations like this? So
far, I've seen several children urinate or defecate
publicly in front of my store and the outside surveillance
camera may or may not had caught them in the act. Wouldn't
you suppose that if this tape ever fell into the wrong
hands and landed on usenet somehow, that someone somewhere
is going to say "look at that poor abused child being
forced to doodle in front of the camera!" or "this poor
abused girl is being forced to perform sex acts in front of
the camera."

This is just something to think about and this is yet more
proof that children are sexual beings and they will exhibit
themselves in public regardless if there's a camera around
or not.

'Caveman'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Rawdog' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Let's say there was a place out there catering to the
publishing of alternative fictional materials.

Let's further say that in order to publish with them you
pay a small up-front fee to get set up.  You have to give
your credit-card number to set up an account for yourself
so you can either buy or publish with this site.

Let's say that 20 years ago you were a girl's sports coach.
(USA). Maybe you had some contact with some of the girls.
Maybe they weren't quite of legal age in that state at that
time.  Say you are a girl's sports coach now in a different
state.  You don't have that kind of contact any more, but
you could, possibly.

Say you wrote a story about those old days, changing names,
etc., but suggesting that the story you told was true.  Maybe
you know for a fact that the girls you were involved with
would not (let this be 'a given') be interested in getting you
in trouble.

So you write your story, and you even receive a small fee for
each download by a reader, into your own account.  Now the author
knows he has the right to write such a story, because after all,
he lives in the 'land of the free', right?  Still, if there are
any lawyers out there (NS?) the question is this - just how
much would he have to worry about official types trying to figure
out who he is by the account set up, and then trying to make his
life miserable because he is still a sports coach?

'Rawdog'
------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]


* UK: _Teacher tainted by allegations challenges blacklist_
* UK: _Discredited device led to false abuse claim, High Court rules_
* UK: _Single men can foster children, says minister_
* UK: _Law lends far too much credence to pupils, experts say_
* UK: _Drunk Euan's Lucky Escape From Child Sex Pervert_

* Europe: Latvia: _Perjury Suspects Flee to Russia_
* Australia: _Paedophilia Defamation Trial Drawing To An End_

* USA: _SDPL Retains Art Books Involved in Pornography Ruling_
* USA: _Fishing For Porn_
* USA: _University Sex Offenders Will Be Identified_
* USA: _Missouri governor signs expanded child protection bill_
* USA: _Man's foot fetish results in a 5-year prison sentence_

* UK: Civil Liberties: _RIP to civil liberties & the e-business
revolution_
* USA: Internet: Security: _Stolen Computers Will Erase Hard Drive_

* UK: Commentary: _Swallows, Amazons... prisoners_

* Culture: _Canadian province rules computer game is 'pornography'_
* Movie note: _*Chuck & Buck* Stalks The Big Screen_
* Article note: 'The Pedophilia Smear'
* Book note: _Teaching Sex - The Shaping of Adolescence in the 20th
Century_
And finally...




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

12th July 2000

_Teacher tainted by allegations challenges blacklist_

A former primary school teacher yesterday challenged the
legality of an official blacklist which he said lacks
safeguards and is destroying his career.  The High Court in
London heard that SW, who cannot be named for legal reasons.
became tainted by unproven allegations of sexually abusing
young children.  Despite an inquiry finding that the
allegations could not be substantiated, his name was later
placed on the Health Consultancy Service Index of people
deemed unsuitable to work with children.

Mr Richard Drabble Qc, appearing for SW, told Mr Justice
Newman inclusion on the index, operated by the Health
Secretary, in reality "terminates the ability to work in the
field of child care or teaching".

He argued the index was "un-lawful and unsustainable"
because people suspected of abuse had no right of appeal and
there where no proper procedural safeguards to protect them,
con-trary to the European Convention on Human Rights.

The case raised "a fundamental question of public law" and
was "of considerable constitutional importance".

He said SW had no criminal convictions and never been
pros-ecuted for any offence and, by b law, should be treated
as an innocent man.  But he had not been treated as
innocent.  SW was suspended from teaching at a primary
school in July, 1992, as a result of various allegations
made against him, but no legal action was taken against him
after he denied doing anything improper.  His suspension
continued, and in January, 1993, he was told there would
be disciplinary proceedings.  But two months later he
resigned, saying he felt he had received no proper support
from the head or the school governors.

He took various temporary teaching jobs. In May, 1993, he
was told his case had been reported to the Department of
Education because of concerns over his fitness to teach.
There were moves to place him on the statutory "List 99"
which would have ended his teaching career.

The Department of Education, now the Department for
Education and Employment, conducted an extensive
investigation between 1993-95, including a psychiatric
examination.

SW was eventually told in a letter from the Secretary of
State the allegations "cannot be regarded as substantiated".

He resumed his teaching career but was suspended in 1997,
then dismissed, as a result of Worcestershire County
Council entering his name on the Health Secretary's
blacklist on the basis of those earlier allegations.

Mr Drabble argued the index failed to take account of SW's
right to respect for his private life, as set out in Article
8 of the European Convention on Human Rights.  He said:
"There is no effective procedural safeguard against
inclusion on the list at all." The Health Secretary had
con-ducted no more than a review to establish whether the
county council had some material on which to form "a
reasonable view", and that was not sufficient to protect
SW's rights.

Worcestershire had relied on information given at a case
conference SW was not able to attend, and he had no input
into a decision which had effectively rendered him
unemployable.

The hearing continues today. The judge indicated he intends
to reserve his judgement to a later date.

---------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

13th July 2000

_Discredited device led to false abuse claim, High Court rules_

A FATHER accused of sexually abusing his autistic
son, based on evidence gained from a technique likened to
using an Ouija board, was cleared by a judge yesterday.

Dame Elizabeth Butler-Sloss, President of the High Court
Family Division, condemned "facilitated communication" - a
technique designed to allow children with learning
disabilities to spell out their thoughts on a keyboard - as
"dangerous".

The 50-year-old businessman from the south of England was
accused of abusing his 17-year-old son, who also suffers
epilepsy and has a mental age of less than two, after the
technique was used by a worker at the special needs unit
where he has lived since 1992.

It involves an adult lightly supporting the hand of a
child over a card with a keyboard and the words "yes" and
"no" on it. The device, which led to numerous sexual abuse
court cases in America, was discredited when the American
Psychological Association said the messages were
unconsciously influenced by the helper and had no more
scientific validity than an occult Ouija board.

Dame Elizabeth said the technique should not be used in
courts to back up or dismiss claims of abuse. She said:
"There is no evidence of child sexual abuse, no evidence
that the father or anyone else in the family is guilty of
any abusing act. Facilitated communication may be viewed
with the greatest possible caution unless further evidence
is provided.

"It would be wise that the courts should pay the greatest
possible attention to the advice of the American
Psychological Association that information obtained by
facilitated communication should not be used to confirm
allegations of abuse."

---------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

13th July 2000

_Single men can foster children, says minister_

SINGLE men were called upon yesterday to foster children as
part of a Government drive to tackle the shortage of carers
and the rising cost of foster placements.

The perception that fostering is the preserve of married
couples and white middle-class families is a myth and
should be dispelled, to attract people "from all walks of
life", said John Hutton, the health minister, as he
launched the Government's campaign to recruit 7,000 foster
carers.

He said: "Single men are no different from anyone else.
They care about children and should not be excluded from
fostering. We need people from all walks of life and from
different ethnic origins. We need single people as well as
couples. We need people who have never had children but who
would really enjoy looking after children."

The 2 million UKP advertising campaign to recruit more carers
from a wider background is part of the Government's attempt
to find homes for the 55,000 children in care in England,
36,000 of whom are in foster care. It comes a week after
plans were announced to change the adoption rule amid fears
that some councils have banned couples from adopting
children from care because they smoke, are of the "wrong"
ethnic or class background or are overweight.

Councils have also been accused of operating a discriminatory
policy on the type of children placed. Critics say disturbed
teenagers tend to go to working class families, while
middle class families often get stable young children.

The weekly allowance paid by local authorities to the
31,000 foster parents in the United Kingdom is between
50 and 200 UKP.

But Britain's chronic shortage of foster places has
spawned a multi-million pound industry in which a rapidly
expanding band of private companies is raking in massive
amounts of money by renting foster families to local
authorities desperate to find enough places.

Agencies charge councils up to 1,500 UKP a week for each
child placed with families on their books. Of that money,
the agencies will pass about 350 UKP per child to the carers
- almost double what they would get if working directly
for the council - and the rest goes to the company as
profit.

---------------------------------------------------------------




UK: Sunday gutter-press newspaper headline:
---------------------------------------------------------------

16th July 2000

_Sunday People_

DRUNK EUAN'S LUCKY ESCAPE FROM CHILD SEX PERVERT

Tony Blair's son Euan had a narrow escape from a
child-sex fiend as he lay drunk on the pavement,
the Sunday People can reveal.

---------------------------------------------------------------

  [ The Prime Minister's 16-year-old son had been found
    unconscious in a vomit-spattered London gutter, after
    a heavy drinking session to celebrate leaving school. ]




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

July 15 2000

_Law lends far too much credence to pupils, experts say_

THE law has been brought into disrepute by the threat of
jail to headteacher Marjorie Evans, a former president of
the Law Society said yesterday.

Martin Mears said it was "outrageous" that Mrs Evans should
have been prosecuted and that she should face a lengthy
jail sentence when she had merely "cuffed" a difficult child
who was allegedly out of control.

"Everyone who has children has at some time smacked or
cuffed them and people recognise the difference between
that and assault.

"I know it is politically correct to say this is a hanging
offence but I don't think it is. The head teacher should
have been rebuked by the local authority and that should
have been that."

David Hart, general secretary of the National Association
of Head Teachers, said: "Teachers do come under intense
pressure and sometimes things do happen in the heat of the
moment. But the prospect of a jail sentence held over this
head will send alarm bells ringing throughout schools."

---------------------------------------------------------------




Europe: Latvia: (see press-cuttings for 26th March 2000)
---------------------------------------------------------------

17th June 2000

_Perjury Suspects Flee to Russia_

Police have confirmed that the two men who accused
Interior Minister Mareks Seglins of being involved
in an alleged paedophilia scandal have fled the
country. Latvian press said the men fled to Russia,
just as prosecutors opened a case of perjury
against them.

---------------------------------------------------------------





Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------------

15th July 2000

_Paedophilia Defamation Trial Drawing To An End_

This nation's longest-running defamation trial, of
one of Sydney's best-connected and more prominent citizens,
Campbelltown solicitor John Marsden, is nearly over.

In February last year, a four-person jury handed down its
decision that Marsden had indeed been defamed by two
Channel 7 programs.

After deliberating for a day, the jury found that a 1995
_Today Tonight_ program defamed Marsden by saying that he
had sex with boys he knew were aged under 18 and that he
had had sex with a 15-year-old boy to whom he had supplied
drugs.

The now defunct _Witness_ program, which was broadcast a
year later, had also defamed Marsden by alleging that he
had had sex with 15-year-old male prostitutes.

In the 185 days that have followed, Justice David Levine
has listened intently as the two legal teams have fought
'hammer and tongs'. On occasions he's been testy with
the parties, at other times he's followed the evidence with
wry amusement, but mostly Levine has been completely
inscrutable.

The key question, of course, is who is going to win? Both
sides are confident, Marsden is more outwardly and
unashamedly confident, Channel 7's team quietly so. Anyone
who has sat in the court has learned nothing from the
judge's comments or demeanour about which way the case
might go.

---------------------------------------------------------------




USA: (see press-cuttings for 22nd April 2000)
---------------------------------------------------------------

May 15th 2000

_SDPL Retains Art Books Involved in Pornography Ruling_

A San Diego Public Library staff review committee
announced May 5 that it did not consider _States of
Grace_ by Graham Ovenden and _25 Years As an
Artist_ by David Hamilton to contain child
pornography. The committee was formed to
re-examine the two art books in the wake of an April
19 San Diego Superior Court ruling that photocopies
made by convicted pedophile Charles Davis of three
images in the books were, according to Judge
William Kennedy, "not for art's sake but for sexual
purposes."

An SDPL statement characterized Ovenden and
Hamilton as "contemporary and historically important
photographers" whose work is "culturally and
artistically significant" and within the library's
collection-development guidelines. The statement
added that the court has emphasized that the ruling
is not directed at the books themselves or at the
library for making them available.

"We have worked diligently to resolve this situation,
and we have appreciated the public's support,"
SDPL Director Anna Tatar remarked.

According to local newspaper reports, the library made
its decision in consultation with the local police
department. The library's collection policy states
"materials should not be withdrawn solely because
"they contain controversial or unpopular opinions.".

---------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

July 13th 2000

_Fishing For Porn_

WASHINGTON -- A Congressional panel appears ready to grant
police greater wiretapping authority in cases involving
alleged computer-generated or real child pornography.

The House Judiciary Crime Subcommittee held a hearing
Thursday on a bill, H.R.348
[http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d106:h.r.03484:],
which expands the investigative power of federal, state,
and local authorities.

The Child Sex Crimes Wiretapping Act would permit
wiretapping when police believe suspects are involved
in activities "relating to material constituting or
containing child pornography" or are involved in
"cases of prostitution involving minors".

In 1996, Congress expanded child pornography laws to make
it a crime to possess suggestive images that "appear" to be
of anyone under 18 years old. But at least one federal
court has ruled the law is an unconstitutional abridgement
on freedom of speech.

--

12th July 2000

_Mass FBI e-mail snooping revealed_

A super-fast scanning system nicknamed 'Carnivore' is
being used by the FBI to covertly search through email
messages, says the _Wall Street Journal_.

America's Federal Bureau of Investigation is using a
super-fast email scanning system dubbed "Carnivore" to
covertly trawl through email messages in order to capture
suspected criminals, reports the _Wall Street Journal_
Tuesday.

The revelations have caused a furore among privacy and
security advocates, because it requires a direct connection
to a commercial ISP's network, giving the authorities, in
theory, access to all Internet communications.

Carnivore is reportedly nothing more than a personal
computer fitted with special software capable of scanning
millions of emails in a second. According to the _WSJ_'s
report Carnivore, which was launched last year, has been
used to gather evidence in fewer than 100 criminal cases.

In the US, a state or federal judicial order is required to
carry out an Internet wiretap and it is usually possible to
listen in on Internet communications via a traditional
phone tap.

'Carnivore' has so concerned the American Civil Liberties
Union (ACLU) that the organisation has petitioned
the House Constitution Subcommittee to consider drafting
legislation to bring it and similar schemes under control.

"The Carnivore system gives law enforcement e-mail
interception capabilities that were never contemplated when
Congress passed the Electronic Communications Privacy Act
(ECPA). Carnivore raises new legal issues that cry out for
Congressional attention if we are to preserve Fourth
Amendment rights in the digital age," the ACLU wrote in a
letter [http://www.politechbot.com/p-01270.html] to
Subcommittee members Charles Canady (Republican, Florida)
and Melvin Watt (Democrat, North Carolina).

Ideally, the Carnivore spy system would only be invoked by
a court order, and could then only be used to monitor the
communications of an individual named in it. However,
because it is plugged into an ISP's network rather than a
target's phone line, it has the capability of monitoring
all traffic passing through the ISP, and is therefore ripe
for abuse by overzealous or corrupt law enforcement
officers.

Furthermore, the FBI is required by law to restrict
interception of communications not relevant to the
investigation when acting upon a wiretap order. "Carnivore
is not a minimisation tool. Instead, Carnivore maximises
law enforcement access to the communications of
non-targets," the ACLU points out.

There remain significant privacy implications simply because
of the precedent its use might set in future Fourth Amendment
disputes. It could quite easily provide a legal slippery
slope for further degeneration of individual rights to
privacy when the FBI wants access to data.

According to the ACLU, "it is not clear whether law
enforcement agents use or should use [their] authority...
to access a variety of data, including Internet Protocol
addresses, dialup numbers and e-mail logs," as the
Carnivore system clearly enables them to do. "We certainly
do not believe that it is clear that law enforcement can
install a super trap and trace device that access to such
information for all of an ISP's subscribers."

--

Sidebar:

The US Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978
(FISA), which restricts government surveillance related to
terrorist investigations, was "massaged" considerably during
the Millennium rollover to enable "quick and dirty" wiretaps
of US residents who would otherwise have been beyond the
FBI's authority, National Commission on Terrorism Chairman
Paul Bremmer revealed during testimony before the Senate
Intelligence Committee.

Bremmer would like the slack FISA standards in use during
the Millennium period, during which every manner of
terrorist attack had been feverishly envisaged, to become
permanent.

Commission member Juliette Kayyem replied to Bremmer's
recommendation by saying that it would be "a terrible
mistake to permit the FBI to wiretap any American
who was at one time, no matter how long ago, a member of an
organisation that we now have deemed to be 'terrorist.'"

--

_Telecoms Miffed at FBI Meddling_

July 8th 2000

A telecommunications trade association this week criticized
a recent FBI move to thwart the $5.5 billion sale of ISP
Verio to a Japanese firm.

The objection was that the FBI may not be able to conduct
the kind of blanket Internet wiretap surveillance it desires.

"In taking this action the FBI runs the serious risk of
of frustrating the openness of Internet communications,
infringing our civil liberties, and damaging our relations
with important trading partners," said Ed Black, president
of the Computer and Communications Industry Association.

Last year, the FBI unsuccessfully asked the Internet
Engineering Task Force to build wiretap capabilities into
new IP protocols. FBI Director Louis Freeh has, in the past,
asked Congress successfully for a "digital telephony" law
that requires telephone companies to ensure that all their
networks are able to be tapped by the FBI.

------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

July 12th 2000

_University Sex Offenders Will Be Identified_

STILLWATER, Okla. -- A bill passed by the U.S. House of
Representatives in June would require Oklahoma State
University and other federally funded universities to
provide a listing of sex offenders who are enrolled
on campus.

Under the new provision, colleges and universities that
receive federal funding also would be required to notify
students and employees how to obtain that information.

According to Oklahoma's statute, law enforcement agencies
must provide publicly accessible information about sex
offenders including the person's name, date of birth, a
physical description, a home address and social security
or driver's license number.

With the new provision, agencies will also be required to
list all state colleges at which the offender is enrolled.

Charles Edgley, sociology professor, said the law is a
violation of civil liberties. "It will not make the world
safer for children," he said. Instead, he said it creates
"witch-hunt" situations, where police turn to a list of
usual suspects when a case of sexual abuse occurs.

"There is no sense in this law. It is about retribution,
not rehabilitation," he said.

Edgley said the statute is a violation of privacy, and is
based on antiquated laws. He said people who are not a
threat to the community can be convicted of one of the 16
crimes laid out by the state statute and be branded for
life as dangerous or offensive.

Edgley questioned some of the crimes listed, such as crimes
against nature, child stealing and indecent exposure. He
also questioned whether the law has prevented any incidence
of repeat offenses.

By having a chilling effect on campus free speech, the law
also risked being ruled unconstitutional by a higher court.

---------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_Missouri governor signs expanded child protection bill_

13th July 2000

Gov. Mel Carnahan signed a new child protection law
Thursday. The 25-page bill strengthens Missouri's child-
protection system, stiffens penalties for child sexual abuse
and adds new crimes for distributing child pornography over
the Internet. The legislation takes effect Aug. 28.

The legislation creates a chief investigator at each county
Family Services office to oversee abuse and neglect cases.
It pulls law enforcement into cases more often.

The law also:

+ Requires state workers to verify the location and
well-being of any children who are the subject of a
"hot line" report.

+ Extends from five years to 10 years the time the state
keeps child-abuse "hot line" call information from
professionals who are legally obliged to report any
suspected child sexual abuse.

+ Creates a crime for adults who involve children in
pornography, and expands existing obscene-materials laws
to include use of computers and the Internet.

+ Requires sexual offenders to report annually their
residence to county law enforcement.

+ Creates and funds pilot projects aimed at developing a
"community response" to child sexual abuse.

---------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_Man's foot fetish results in a 5-year prison sentence_

July 13th 2000

OHIO -- The man who asked an 11 year old girl to satisfy
his foot fetish was sentenced yesterday to five years
in prison and might be labeled a sexual predator for life.

Lester [...], 36, during a hearing in Franklin County
Common Pleas Court, pleaded guilty to 'gross sexual
imposition' in May.

[...] approached the girl Feb. 14 in the Old Worthington
Library, High St. In a secluded part of the building,
she did gymnastics exercises for him. He told her he was
designing a shoe and asked to trace her foot. While doing
so, he touched her foot and ankle.

[...]'s attorney, J. Tullis Rogers, said his client knows
he needs help and asked that he be sent to a program in
Kentucky. However, Judge Michael H. Watson said [...]
deserved prison time, citing his criminal record.

Worthington police detective Mark Marshall testified that
[...] is suspected of similar improprieties in Ohio 13
libraries with girls younger than 10 and women up to age
25.

In Pickerington, he's accused of touching the feet of
two girls after telling them he was designing a shoe and
wanted to trace their feet, police say.

Watson said he would rule later whether to declare [...]
a sexual predator, who must register with local police when
he's out of prison, or as a lesser sex offender.

---------------------------------------------------------------




UK: Internet: Civil Liberties:
------------------------------------------------------------

_RIP to civil liberties and the e-business revolution_

July 16th 2000

It's been an instructive week. On Monday the Irish
e-commerce Bill became law. Section 28 of it says: 'Nothing
in this Act shall be construed as requiring the disclosure
or enabling the seizure of unique data, such as codes,
passwords, algorithms, private cryptographic keys, or other
data, that may be necessary to render information or an
electronic communication intelligible.'

On Thursday, the British Regulation of Investigatory Powers
(RIP) Bill completed its passage through the Lords, on its
way to the Statute Book in October. Although their
Lordships have done some sterling work in Committee, the
Bill that now returns to the Lower House preserves intact
its sinister essence as a spooks' charter.

The RIP Bill still makes it a criminal offence, punishable
by five years in prison, to tell anyone (including a
client, an employer or your family) that you have been
served with an order to surrender encryption keys, or that
you have been forced to hand over encrypted material in
plaintext form.

It still provides for the installation of remote-controlled
boxes in an internet service provider's premises which
relay all data passing through the ISP to a special
monitoring centre in MI5.

It still gives the security services power to monitor -
without a warrant - the e-mail addresses of everyone with
whom you communicate. And, through a strange conjunction of
internet technology and a legal loophole, it extends GCHQ's
existing powers to trawl through all external
communications to and from the UK to cover internal data
traffic. (Users of email services hosted in the US,
please note.)

The RIP Bill is a catastrophe on two fronts. First, it
makes colossal and essentially unsupervised inroads into
civil liberties. From October, nobody in the UK can feel
confident that their internet use is not being trawled or
intercepted by the Minister of the Interior or his goons.
Second, it makes it a racing certainty that the UK will
miss out on the coming e-business revolution.

What Jack Straw and co clearly do not understand is that
encryption is the core technology of e-business, and that
internet commerce only works if businesses and customers
are completely confident that their encryption methods are
secure.

It is clear from their private and public reactions that
major e-business companies and industrial lobbies see the
RIP Bill as undermining that security. They are entirely
unimpressed by the assurances of Charles Clarke and other
Home Office Ministers that its sweeping powers will be
exercised 'reasonably'.

'The only thing I care about,' the security manager of a
major bank is reported to have said to Clarke in a private
meeting, 'is the text of the Act. Which is why my
[encryption] keys are going to Switzerland.' What the RIP
fiasco also demonstrates is how Blair's goofy pledge to
make the UK 'the most e-friendly country in the world' was
really just a sound-bite masquerading as policy.

If the Prime Minister really wants to see what a serious
e-friendly strategy looks like, all he has to do is take a
trip to Dublin. Ireland was the first country to use a
digital signature to sign an inter-governmental agreement
(on 7 September 1998).

Concerned that the country might run out of bandwidth, the
Irish government invested $80 million in an undersea
fibre-optic cable that provides a 25-gigabyte-per-second
pipe to the US and to 24 European cities. Bertie Ahern and
co are also spending $90.78m on extending this broadband
network to more than 120 Irish towns.

They've set up a development fund to help small and
medium-sized Irish enterprises switch to e-commerce. I
could go on, but you get the point. So do British ISPs,
three of which announced last week that they will set up
offshore operations if the RIP Bill is passed. Another
triumph for New Labour.

------------------------------------------------------------




Internet: Security:
------------------------------------------------------------

7th July 2000

_Stolen Computers Will Erase Hard Drive_

The Cyber Group Network Corp. [OTCBB:CGPN], a four-month-old,
California-based startup is developing a software-controlled
hardware device that can be installed in computers worldwide
to either locate or destroy the devices when they are lost
or seized.

CGN says that the hardware/software combination, code named
"The C-4 Chip," will be able to determine the location,
within five feet, of missing or stolen computers as well as
other devices, anywhere on the planet.

When a computer is reported missing, owners will be able to
have CGN track the missing computer, wirelessly retrieve
the information off the hard drive, track the system and
destroy the hard drive and the motherboard, or notify the
authorities.

CGN says that the new technology "can guarantee 99.9
percent that all information stored on your hard drive is
secure."

Kapoor said that CGN plans to develop the technology so
that it can be used with wireless telephone handsets, PDAs
(personal digital assistants) and other electronic devices.

The hardware/software package is expected to be available
in the market during the first quarter of 2001 and Kapoor
said that the estimated street price for both the chip and
the software will be just $99.

http://www.cybergroupnetwork.com

------------------------------------------------------------




UK: Comment:
---------------------------------------------------------------

July 15 2000

_Swallows, Amazons... prisoners_

Girls and boys go out to play... Not any more they
don't. When I grew up in the 1960s and 1970s, the lanes,
fields, farmyards and woods for miles around our house were
our playground. We knew not to accept lifts from strangers
and to ride our bikes sensibly when cars were around.
Beyond that, we were left to run our own risks, have our
own adventures and extricate ourselves from our own
scrapes. As long as we were back by teatime, our parents
were happy.

How different life was then. I, like every mother of a
little girl, have read with mounting dread the news of the
probable abduction of Sarah Payne. I know that, like the
Payne parents, my husband and I are in a minority in
allowing our children to play unsupervised in the fields
around our house. We want to believe that we are still
doing the right thing: allowing them freedom, encouraging
their independence. But could we live with ourselves if the
worst happened?

Next week, our seven-year-old daughter leaves for her first
summer camp: a *Secret Seven* activity holiday, in which
the children follow a trail of clues that will lead to
baddies, treasure or whatever. I am half-envious, because I
imagine that it will be great fun. But there is also a
poignant realisation that her packaged week at camp is only
a faint echo of a liberty lost to most children of her age.
For the other 51 weeks of the year, they lead lives so
suffocating that Enid Blyton's young characters would have
either escaped or expired.

We have always believed that growing up should be a process
of weaning from parental control and supervision. It's not
that we don't worry. A few weekends ago, we let the girls go
for their first long walk in the country near our new house.
Unknown to them, we followed at a distance, peeking over
hedges to check that they were taking their responsibility
seriously.

Has life become more dangerous for our children? It is an
almost universal belief. My mother claims that she never
thought about us being abducted, yet a recent study in the
London borough of Camden found that 90 per cent of parents
are now "very" or "quite" worried about the possible
abduction or molestation of their children.

There are eight and a half million children aged between
five and 16 in Britain, and how often do you read of one
being snatched? It is because the crime is so rare that
newspapers give it so much publicity when it happens.
Statistically, your child is more likely to get ten A*
GCSEs than to be abducted by a stranger.

About 500 children are abducted each year - the vast
majority of them by one of their own parents during a
divorce battle. Children aged between five and 16 are
the population group least likely to be murdered. When
they are, the murderer is almost always someone known
to them.

As Mayer Hillman, of the Policy Studies Institute, points
out: "Far more are killed by strangers behind the steering
wheel of a motor vehicle than are killed by strangers on
foot."

Although Britain has the safest roads in Europe, there have
still been 200,000 children killed or seriously hurt on the
roads in the past 20 years, nearly two-thirds when they
were walking or cycling.

The danger of traffic is parents' biggest worry after
abduction - and probably a more soundly based one. In the
past two decades, car traffic has almost doubled and
vehicle speeds have risen, too. The fact that more children
have not been killed or injured reflects the fact that they
have been withdrawn from the danger - usually into the very
cars they fear - not that the danger has lessened.

According to the latest National Travel Survey, only 1 per
cent of five to ten-year-olds and 5 per cent of 11 to
15-year-olds cycle to school.

It is not that they don't want to. A recent survey by the
Hampshire County Council found that 97 per cent of children
would cycle to school if there were better facilities. In
the few areas with "safe routes", 50 per cent more children
are allowed to go to school on their own.

As well as making our streets safer through traffic
calming and removing 'bull-bars' from cars, we should also
think about the damage done to children by being imprisoned
at home. They are far less fit than they used to be: compared
with 20 years ago, schoolchildren cycle 40 per cent less and
walk 25 per cent less. We are storing up a coronary heart-
disease timebomb.

And their mental health suffers, too. To depict every
stranger as a potential paedophile is as silly and damaging
as treating every man as a potential rapist. Mayer Hillman
writes: "Children's lives have been evolving in a way that
mirrors the characteristics of the lives of criminals in
prison. They, too, have a roof over their heads, regular meals,
and entertainment provided for them, but they are not free to
go out. Enforced detention, and restrictions on how they
spend their time, are intended to seriously diminish the
quality of their lives. But children are not criminals."

We take away our children's freedom, something which for
adults would be called a right.

Each time I write about this subject I get letters from
fellow mothers who say they have been shunned by the
parents of their children's friends because they are deemed
to have an "irresponsible" attitude to safety. I say the
responsible way to behave is to keep your fears in proportion,
train your children to cope with danger and allow them to
reclaim the streets.

I don't go quite as far as Commander Walker's telegram in
*Swallows and Amazons*: "Better drowned than duffers. If
not duffers, won't drown." [USA/UK: duffers = incompetents]

But I certainly don't want my children to be duffers. And
the only way they can learn not to be is to be set free
from the dangerous paranoia of over-protective parenthood.

------------------------------------------------------------





Computer games note:
------------------------------------------------------------

15th July 2000

_Canadian province rules computer game is 'pornography'_

Have you purchased the popular computer game _Soldier of
Fortune_ for your teenager? Have you allowed them to show
it to other teenagers?

If so, both you and your teenager are "child abusers"
in the eyes of the law, because the game has officially
been classed as "pornography" by British Columbia, Canada.
Shops have been forced to remove the title or face
prosecution for peddling sexual material to kids.

Does the game contain any sex? No. Nudity? No. It's an
ordinary adventure-action game like a hundred others. The
game even includes a "reduced gore" version, a common
feature in modern titles which allows them to be sold in
countries with anti-violence laws, like Germany.

The classification of the game as pornography is a
opportunist political move by the province's Attorney
General, Andrew Petter, made after he received just one
complaint about the game's content. His move marks a
dangerous step in governmental interference to regulate
cultural content.

It's worth noting that earlier this year computer games
like Quake were found not to be complicit in a US child's
murderous rampage through his local school.

But Petter's knee-jerk use of the law to keep Soldier of
Fortune away from teens is likely to bring the law into
disrepute, and may prove ineffective. The demo version
of the game is readily available on the Internet, and
Petter's ruling has brought the game millions of dollars
worth of free publicity, giving it instant "street-cred"
among the nation's game players.

------------------------------------------------------------




Movie note:
------------------------------------------------------------

July 12th 2000

_*Chuck & Buck* Stalks The Big Screen_

*Chuck & Buck*, opening Friday, is a disturbing comedy about
a lonely guy who's emotionally fixated on a childhood friend
with whom he had a sexual experience. Locked into his
12-year-old self, Buck can't accept that Chuck, a hotshot
music exec who's about to be married, has become an adult.

Although *Chuck & Buck* is directed by Miguel Arteta, Mike
White, the film's screenwriter, is clearly its dominant
creative force. For White, the film is extremely personal,
although not autobiographical. It is also supremely adept
at pushing deeply suppressed emotional buttons even as it
flirts with taboos like pedophilia and child pornography.

At Sundance, it was immediately apparent that the film was
controversial. Immaculately crafted and manipulatively
powerful, it will no doubt incite controversy and possible
outrage in gay and straight audiences alike.

"I wanted to play with the *Rain Man*/*Forrest Gump*
archetype, but in a way that was more sexualized," says White.
"People don't want to talk about children and sex in this
society at all, and gays especially don't want to talk about
it because of the bullshit prejudice that conflates gayness
and pedophilia. But children are sexual - that's certainly
my memory of my childhood. I don't want to shy away from that."

"When I was little," says White, "there was a kid in my
neighborhood who had Downs Syndrome, who all of the liberal
families went out of their way to include and indulge. And
the minute he grabbed my sister and tried to plant a kiss
on her, everyone got really upset and disturbed. He was
harmless until he showed that he had a sexuality. There are
so many movies that have that character, the kid who never
grew up: Isn't that charming? Doesn't it get us in touch
with our childhood selves? But what if our childhood self
is disturbed and has sexual impulses and all those things?"

For all the good faith generated by the emergence of an
'official' gay movie genre, far too much of it still seems
sanitized, sanctioned and approved by committee to promote
a palatable consumerist lifestyle.  *Chuck & Buck* strikes
back with a vengeance, exploding the whole notion of what
constitutes sexual identity and fanning the fears of
straight liberals and moral guardians alike. So go see it.

------------------------------------------------------------



Article:
------------------------------------------------------------

June 2000 - The Position magazine
Vern Bullough
_The Pedophilia Smear_

Article on how self-appointed moral guardians are targeting
academic sex researchers.

http://theposition.com/takingpositions/provocateur/00/06/05/
pedophilia/default.htm

------------------------------------------------------------




Book note:
------------------------------------------------------------

_TEACHING SEX - The Shaping of Adolescence in the 20th Century_

Jeffrey P. Moran

"Sex education, since its advent at the dawn of the
twentieth century, has provoked the hopes and fears of
generations of parents, educators, politicians, and
reformers. On its success or failure seems to hinge the
moral fate of the nation and its future citizens. But
whether we argue over condom distribution to teenagers or
the use of an anti-abortion curriculum in high schools, we
rarely question the basic premise -- that adolescents need to
be educated about sex. How did we come to expect the public
schools to manage our children's sexuality? More important,
what is it about the adolescent that arouses so much
anxiety among adults?

*Teaching Sex* travels back over the past century to
trace the emergence of the "sexual adolescent" and the
evolution of the schools' efforts to teach sex to this
captive pupil. Jeffrey Moran takes us on a fascinating ride
through America's sexual mores: from a time when young men
were warned about the crippling effects of masturbation, to
the belief that schools could and should train adolescents
in 'proper' courtship and parenting techniques, to the
reemergence of sexual abstention brought by the AIDS
crisis. We see how the political and moral anxieties of
each era found their way into sex education curricula,
reflecting the priorities of the elders more than the
concerns of the young.

Moran illuminates the aspirations and limits of sex
education and the ability of public authority to shape
private behavior. More than a critique of public health
policy, *Teaching Sex* is a broad cultural inquiry into
America's understanding of adolescence, sexual morality,
and social reform."

May 2000

6 1/8 x 9 1/4 inches
288 pages
ISBN 0-674-00227-x
$27.95 / $17.50
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And finally, a telling item on the state of British politics:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Jack Straw to spend 275 million UKP on new offices_

THE Home Office is to spend an estimated 275 million UKP
($426m US) on new London offices. Ministers at other
departments are astonished that Jack Straw, the home secretary,
has concluded that spending a quarter of a billion pounds on
a new building is the best solution.

Meanwhile, New Labour MPs have moved into the new Parliamentary
offices and "penthouse suites" in the recently completed
Portcullis House opposite Big Ben, which are thought to be
London's most expensive offices with each room costing the
equivalent of more than 1 million UKP.

---------------------------------------------------------------

    [ "...and the animals looked from pig to man, and again
      from man back to pig, and found they could no longer
      see the difference."  George Orwell, _Animal Farm_ ]
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   [ Expect postings, "when you see them", from now until the
     end of August, when normal service will resume ;) Happy
     holidays, all! :) ]




From 'Tyler':
---------------------------------------------------------------------

To Tsarevitch:

Although you raised some good points against committing
suicide in your response to Angel DeAmor's posting, I
disagree with your conclusion.  Being accused (let alone
convicted) of being a "child-molester" is not like going
bankrupt or even killing someone in a drunk driving
accident.  You can still find people to pity you in those
instances.  (I know about the latter one, because a close
friend was killed by a drunk driver.  At the sentencing, the
driver's family was falling all over itself to explain what
a good man he really was.)

Society has done such a good job of dehumanizing people like
us that, IMO, in most cases there will be no pity even from
immediate family members.  Indeed, they are some of the ones
most likely to fear and hate you.  So is someone really
losing something by committing suicide in a situation like
that?  I can't address the spiritual aspect of your post.
But I know for myself that if there was even the possibility
that I would be charged with something related to child-love
I would kill myself.  I don't say that proudly, but it is
true.  I have read and seen too many horror stories about
what the judicial system (at least in the US) holds in store
for us.  At least the inmates of the gulag could hope that
the state would find some reason to "rehabilitate" them back
to society.  I do not encourage anyone to commit suicide,
but I believe that it has to be each individual's choice.
--

To Rawdog:

I'm not lawyer, but I am studying to be one, so maybe I have
a bit of insight into your situation.  The first thing you
would want to be sure of is the statute of limitations in
the original state for the sort of activities you did.  Even
though twenty years might seem long enough, for "child
molestation" many states have statutes of limitations which
run from when the child turns 18, not when the alleged
contact took place.  So, for example, if 20 years ago you
had a sexual relationship with a 7 year-old and the statute
provides for up to 10 years after a child turns 18, you
could still be charged with the "crime".

The second thing you would have to worry about, as you
recognized, is the possibility of being fired from your
current job.  Labor law isn't my speciality, but you would
probably have a hard time winning any sort of wrongful
dismissal case if you were fired.  Courts usually aren't too
sympathetic to people who are terminated for past "criminal"
conduct, even if you were never even charged.

As to the overarching question of how much effort the
authorities would go through to track you down, that's
almost random.  However, putting such a story on the
internet does create the possibility of law enforcement
being involved.

The fact that you were admitting to criminal conduct in the
story, if it was presented as factual, would probably be enough
for the FBI to get a warrant compelling the site hosting your
story to turn over your account information.  If that happens,
then there is a very real chance of your being subjected to
harassing investigation, as they will suspect that you are still
engaging in illegal activity.  Although you would probably
be cleared in the end, there'll still be a lot of hell to go
through.  You have to remember that in the JonBenet Ramsey
case, a man with a 22 year-old conviction for indecent
exposure and no other criminal record (!)  was taken in for
questioning by the police.

I would say that you could publish the story, but be sure of
the statute of limitations and change as much information as
possible.  Of course, I must add the disclaimer that you
should always consult a licensed attorney in your area
before proceeding.

'Tyler'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'Tiddly' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Rawdog' wrote:
>So you write your story, and you even receive a small fee for
>each download by a reader, into your own account.

The problem is in the way RawDog is required to reveal his real ID
in order to get the money from his publishing. He might think about
remaining anon, but asking that any proceeds from his stories are
sent to a suitable cause such as the ACLU? Another thought is he
could change the details, so its set on somewhere like a space
station in the year 2200, where there is a sports coach for the
station's young people. Great possibilities for zero-gravity
erotics there too :)

'Tiddly'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Becky has been escorting me everywhere on little errands as
of late.  Trips to the video store, grocery store, library,
drug store, etc.  She has been insisting to call me 'dad'
wherever we are.  Although I don't mind it a bit ;) it's
been catching all my friends off guard whenever we run into
one of them.

--

To 'Easy Rider:' Don't get into such a financial panic over
collecting gl feature films.  I found my copy of Wim Wender's
_Alice In The Cities_ at Blockbuster video.  I've also found
that they have the best selection of foreign films I've seen.
And whatever isn't at your local store, they can probably order
for you.

--

To 'Lloyd:' In response to your question about a publication
&/or organization that can help you approach the media.  I
recently discovered Martijn
http://www.fpc.net/pages/martijn/english/index.html Contact
them for further info.

--

On your comment a little while ago about supposedly "helpful
organizations."  A few years ago I send a few emails to Dr.
Ruth via her website, which claims she will respond to all
serious inquiries.  Well I wrote a very intelligent, well
thought-out letters about my feelings and wanted some answers
about where they came from & how to appropriately satisfy
the desires.  I received no response to any of them.

  [ Try Pat Califa's site? ;) ]

On the whole subject of parents dressing their lg's up in
skimpy little outfits, I have a comment or two.  My mother
has interestingly been saying for years the same things I
read on this list.  Her take on it all is that there is a
general subconscious undercurrent of suppressed pedophilia
in most people if not everyone.  She also comments on the
hypocrisy of society.  Not too long ago a friend (Kira) who
is 11 wore a very beautiful dress which accented her
developing body in ways that made me dizzy for hours.  When
I told her how beautiful she looked in that dress was & why,
her father became a little indignant.  Mother was quick to
get on a soapbox about how if he dresses her like that then
he should not get upset if others happen to acknowledge it.
So all turned out well in the end.

--

To 'Sanctuary:' Good luck, Prince Charming ;) I don't know
why, but that story brought back a memory of when I was
fifteen.  I hung out with a group of kids, one of whom was
an 8yr old girl who smoked (ick!).  But one time when we
were playing 'truth or dare', I we were a little drunk & I
dared her to give me her panties.  Not wanting to fail to
impress her 14-15yr old friends, she complied.  Mind you,
this was just previous to the year that I came out of denial
over my pedophilia.  But regardless I took them home I used
them as a private entertainment aid for weeks.

X's & O's,

'Ex Astris'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

> Well, thanks for sharing that with us,ER.I bet
> you're kicking yourself now, right?  Ah, the
> benefits of hindsight... One question, though,
>if you don't mind me asking - what form did your
>relationship take before the time you [had sex]?

I didn't meet her until she was 14. I saw her in
my daily life you could say, and it wasn't until
much hanging about by her that I finally realized
the potential. We became friends and that led to
the other relationship.

>gl?  That is, does she think that she was just a
>"one-of",or does she know you are attracted to
> lgs in general?

She knows exactly where I stand. When she was a teen,
I would play games with her and we'd fantasize that
she was a little girl. She had no problems with this,
or even with incest fantasies. It was extremely
exciting, believe me.

We eventually parted ways and she disappeared.

She ended up getting married and came to see me
with her young daughter years after we parted.
The true purpose of that visit was to rekindle
our relationship. She was aware of my attraction
to her daughter and had no problem  with it,
until it became clear I was more attracted to the
lg than her, and that a rekindling was not in the
offing.

This was not to say I was not interested in her
as a person. I desperately wanted her as a friend.
I mean how many adult females are there in the
world who understand the gl?  The physical attraction
was totally gone for me however, and I could not fake
it. Once she realized it was over with us, she went
back to her family situation.

Any possible relationship I could have had with
her daughter was now gone also. A shame, because
the child and I really hit it off.  It almost
seems as if she used the girl as bait: "take me
and you get her also"... on the other hand
maybe this is a callous view.  In any case, it
was still pretty good. How often in life do you
get to love both the mom and then, years later,
the child of the mom? Still, it seems like fate
always puts me right up close then  snatches
the possibility away. It's a bitter-sweet fate.

'Easy Rider'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Philotonus'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Ex Atris' wrote:
>"Even when the closest of friends are trying to look out for you, when it
>comes down to it they tend to inadvertently look for their own interests
>before your own."

How very true that is my friend.  Every single argument I
have heard against suicide is of that very nature.  I have
never met a GL who has not contemplated suicide at some
point in their life, at least no one my age.  I'll tell you
a truly sad story.  I once knew a 17 yo girl who was a GL.
(She liked 6-11) She twice tried suicide.

The first time was when she had fallen in love with a guy her
own age. (she likes both).  She was head over heels in love
with him and she thought she could confide this part of herself
with him.  She was, of course, wrong.  He hit her and spit on
her.  He told all their peers and she was ostracized.

The second time was when she was caught by the mother of a
10 yo girl she was baby sitting.  They had been fondling each
other (purely consensual) and mom walked in.  The police
were called, parents informed etc.  Her father despised her
from that point on and she was truly devastated.  Luckily it
was finally swept under the rug and nothing happened to her.

My point is that at the age of 17 she didn't know how
despised "her types" were.  Sh*t, she was just a kid herself
acting on her own sexuality.  She knew that it was "wrong"
society wise but not the extent.  I guess it goes back to
our constant debates of how children feel sexually eh ?  I
mean she was just a child acting on her emotions and had her
life devastated.  I wonder how many 16, 15, 14, 13...
girls/boys have these feelings which we repress ?

--

Did anyone hear about the feminist meeting at the UN a
couple of weeks ago?  It was attended by representatives of
feminist groups from around the world.  They were attempting
to vote on several policy decisions.  They seemed to have
made an 'about face' in several instances.  (Prostitution
good = women's choice !!!)  But the one that startled me was
this : They voted on allowing girls to have "sexual rights"
at age 10!  Unfortunately that particular resolution was
voted down.  But here is the irony (in my eyes at least) The
women representing the industrialized nations voted yes!  It
was third world representatives that voted against saying it
was "morally reprehensible"!  I like this new trend.

  [ Sounds interesting. Do you have an url or cutting about it? ]

--

A tidbit:

From: _Deviant Behavior_, 2nd edition by Alex Thio:

"When a child is discovered to have been molested there is
great fear and hysteria in the family, outrage in the
neighbourhood, and excitement and vengefulness among the
police.  But all this might come as a complete surprise to
the child victim because she lacks the adults sexual
sophistication, did not suffer any bodily injury, and may
have found her molesters behavior amusing.  It is thus not
surprising that child molesting does not have the same
affect on its young victims as forcible rape does on its
older, mature victims.  One study of molested children
indicated "remarkably little evidence of fear, anxiety,
guilt, or psychic trauma" in those victims.  Another study
found that female adults who had been molested 20 years
before - while they were between the ages of 9 and 13 -
were none the worse for the experience.  "

Now please understand something here folks, I am NOT
advocating molesting lg's.  My point is this : If these
studies are true and even molested kids are not traumatized
then what possible trauma could exist in a consensual
setting ?  Methinks the current hysteria is just that -
political correctness and nothing else.  I have several
books on "Abnormal Psychology/Deviant behavior" (it is a
hobby - can you guess why ?  LOL) and almost every one, no
matter how they decry the pedophile, almost always mention
this sort of study.  They almost always mention something I
find most interesting: (paraphrase) "Usually the ensuing
furore during the investigation causes more trauma than the
actually act"

Just some thoughts.

'Philotonus'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'The Dreamer' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

I don't really know where to start but I guess one of the
reasons I started posting is to show my feelings to others.
I always have trouble showing my feelings to others, part of
the reason is probably because I always have to hide the
fact that I'm a pedophile.  When I was still in school and
my classmates where talking about girls and getting their
first dates I always had to make excuses as to why I had no
girlfriend yet.  I'm not in education anymore but still,
sometimes people and friends of mine start the issue again,
I always try to quickly change the subject as I don't like
making up stories as to why I still don't have a
girlfriend.  Some of my friends probably think I'm gay or
something, and when they ask me if I am,  I just deny it and
don't go in to it to much as they might get smart and find
out what I really am.

I thought about it some times to tell one of my best friend,
but every time I try to build up courage to do it the
situation just isn't there.

I always read with a lot of interest about how some of us
here told somebody for the first time, I know that most of
my direct family will accept how I am, but the chance that it
leeks out is maybe just to great.  Especially with friends
who might tell somebody else when they're drunk or
something.  I was wondering if somebody has had bad
experiences here with friends or relatives slipping their
tongue?

Maybe I'm just to paranoid here, but it seems as if everyday
people get more negative towards pedophiles.  In the news
the word child-porn and pedophile go, mostly,' hand in hand',
especially after the 'Dutroux affaire'.  There is still a lot
of press however that still manages to see the difference
between a child molester and a pedophile.  But unfortunately
not everybody is so smart to see the difference.  Enough
rambling here as it has been said many times before.  What I
trying to say is that the longer I wait to tell somebody
the harder it gets.

My sister (she's few years older than me) probably knows
that I'm a pedophile, she is very smart and can easily read
between the lines where I can fool most other people.  If I
were to tell any of my relatives of my nature it would be
her as she is always the first to point others the fact that
being a pedophile doesn't necessarily means a bad thing, the
problem is that she has a little boy as well and I never
want her too feel unsafe with me being alone with the little
boy, even though I don't fall for little boys.

Maybe I have just a selective memory ;-) but I can't remember
reading a post where somebody told their relatives where
they responded very negative, it seems most are just
surprised and try to accept it.

Read ya all..

'The Dreamer'
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'DD'writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi folks.

No sooner had Laura returned from her summer camp than she
was off for two weeks holiday with family, so I have spent
three lonesome weeks without her.  She bought for me a
wonderful present which I shall treasure always.  She has a
cool sun tan, and the sun has bleached her dark hair in such
a way as to leave streaks of the purest gold in it.  She has
the biggest brown eyes that just melt me inside.  I can't
describe how beautiful she looks, particularly after not
seeing her for so long.  She was so excited to see me and it
was all very powerful.  Lots of hugs and kisses and "I love
you"'s and "I've missed you"'s, and "me too, me too".  At times
I feel I'm gonna burst, I am so in love with her.  She
couldn't resist lifting her shirt to show off her tan which
her mom found really funny, said "LAURA, we don't want to see
that thank you", speak for yourself I thought to myself :).

I took her shopping as a treat, and as I was browsing the
racks in the local record store she appeared waving a CD
under my nose, jumping up and down saying, "look look", and
laughing, it was an album called "little fluffy clouds" by a
British band called The Orb.  Turns out to be ambient techno
stuff, of course I had to buy it even though I don't like it
much, she insisted you see.  I hope you remember what 'little
fluffy clouds' means from my old post.

One thing that is so very apparent now is the fact that she
is growing.  This is the most amazing time know as my girl
becomes everything I dream about, like a beautiful butterfly
emerging.  She is stunning now, but she is about to reach
the epitome of angelic grace and beauty.  Strange, when we
are together she call's me by name, but when we are out she
call's me Dad.  Its as though she has it all figured out
bless her.

--

I met my old love K the other day.  It seems life has been
good to her recently.  She has a boyfriend and is having a
baby later this year, but does not plan to get married she
tells me.  We met by chance when I was out for a drink with
friends and she came over and gave me a hug and a kiss, and
said Hi.  She is just as I remember her, just older, but
still cute in her way.  For a brief second I saw that old
sparkle in her eyes, just as when we were lovers.  Good luck
too her, she deserves it more than anyone.  She wants to
meet me sometime, which will be nice.  She softly asked if
there was anyone in my life, yes I said, she smiled and said
'she's a lucky girl'.  Her parting words were, 'bye, see you
soon, love you' which made me feel so happy, she was once
all I lived for.  I often wonder what may have been, had we
not been taken from each other.  I have learned that the guy
who savagely assaulted her succumbed to illness some time
ago.  I know its an awful thing to say, but I'm glad.

--

Thanks Ianthe for the latest edition of FP. The best yet
IMHO. Where on earth did the beautiful Jackie come from?
And more to the point where can one find more of her. If
its OK to ask that is. The picture is sheer magic.

   [ Is that the b&w art-photo, "covered with flowers and
     leaves", portrait? ]

Be lucky out there.

'DD'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Tsarevitch' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings from the Yankee side of the Atlantic!

'Lloyd' wrote:
>They sent out questionnaires to families with eight year-old children,
>which had drawings of the genitalia - and breasts for girls - at various
>stages of development.  The idea was that the child tick the box next to >the
>drawing which was most like them.

Would they ever do this in the US?  Not!  I don't think so!
You lucky, bloody Brits!  (wink, wink!)  Could you get a
copy of the survey and scan it onto the net?  Pretty please!
With sugar and a cherry on top!

>There was a great bit with a set of triplets - they were really cute >girls.
>They were sitting with their mother, filling out this >questionnaire (doing
>the "covering-the- eyes-and-going-ugh" act - "It's >so rude", really cute!).
>One of the girls was pointing at the second >drawing of the genitals, saying .
>. . "But
>mummy, that's us.  We've got some hair"

Tell us when its back as a rerun!  I will be across the
Atlantic to see this heart melting scene ~(8~O)

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>I had a very interesting experience today. I was at the local park
>practising my sport when, amongst the empty beer cans and hypodermic
>needles, I found a pair of girls panties; size 6.

Call me paranoid!  I wouldn't touch those with a ten foot
pole...  Possibilities:  A setup by a Candid Camera
type of television show where they videotape the reactions
of passersby to these medley of items... Or worst case
scenario, you just tampered with evidence from a crime scene...
(tsk-tsk!)  Or like I typed, just call me Paranoid...

--

'Yuri' wrote:
>>. . . "Spaseebo, tavarich"
>>(That's "Thank you, comrade", In Russian, I think...

>Vy govoritye po-russki khorosho!  Actually, I'm Canadian and I don't know
>all that much Russia...

Don't know any Russian but a few words, but my alias refers to my
affliction towards Russian History.  A tsarevitch is a child in
line for the Russian throne or Tsar~to~be, (something like that...
though I am not sure if it applies to girls if their are no surviving
male heirs...)  But I digress, I just like to have an original alias...

Let Blossom, Buttercup, and Bubbles slip their way into your heart!

'Tsarevitch'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

>'Ex Astris' wrote:
>To 'Yuri:' I am familiar with the African custom of female genital
>mutilation as well, and am similarly disgusted by it. To me, to rob a
>person
>of their ability to derive pleasure of some aspect of life is completely
>wrong. As regards male circumcision, I cannot really give a balanced view
>on
>the subject. I am circumcised, and do not know any different. As far as
>I've
>always known, it is a wide-spread practice in the Americas in order to
>maintain better hygiene.

The hygiene thing is a myth.  It rests on such tenuous
connections as "The majority of Africans are uncircumcised,
the majority of Americans are, there is more AIDS in Africa,
so you have a greater chance of catching AIDS if you are
uncircumcised" (someone forgot the condoms and literacy?).
The AMA and the CMA, and a host of other medical alphabet
soups have all said that there is no medical reason
for routine neonatal circumcision.  This practice actually
started in Victorian England as a cure for masturbation.
[Ed - er, you think the Jewish peoples didn't think of it
first? ;) ] When they realized that it didn't cure masturbation
that way, they tried to find other diseases to justify cutting
off a normal piece of tissue.  And there are also good legal
arguments (follow some of the links I posted last time) that
circumcision is a violation of the U.N. Convention on the rights
of the child (which the U.S. hasn't signed), and other such
documents, including the European Convention of Human Rights,
and the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.  Remember that it
is not your fault you were mutilated as a baby, all I ask is
that you consider the information presented in the links I
posted a couple of weeks ago before making any decision
regarding circumcising any children you have or will have.

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
>'Kittencuddler' (I think) wrote:
>>Maybe one day I'll get brave enough to post some of my
>>experiences here.
>
>To which 'Q' replied:
>>It's not bravery, it's folly! I found from experience it's
>>better to keep your private life private. Anything you post
>>may be tracked to you. If you are open about your
>>experiences here it could be taken out of context and used
>>against you.
>
>I don't want to step on anyone's toes, or insult anyone here,
>but I think that is a _little_ extreme. Sure, we have to be
>careful about what we say, and I don't doubt that people _have_
>been arrested due to posting on forums/talking in e-mails about
>their "experiences". I think, though, that it should be fairly
>safe to post about your experiences, 'Kittencuddler' - just as
>long as you don't give any info that would _strongly_ link you
>to any possible criminal acts. Don't take this the wrong way,
>Q, I don't mean any offence, like I said, but I thought that
>talking about our private lives and experiences was the main
>purpose of this list.

I agree with you on this Lloyd, this is the whole point of the list.

>News story today in the paper about a young girl (15 years
>old) who was studying at university and has disappeared.
>Yes, that's right - 15 years old and at University
<snip>
>She's apparently disappeared with some bloke she met over the
>internet, although no-one's sure quite what happened.  I
>must admit, I think she's probably done a runner, and I'm
>not that surprised.  Imagine the pressure she must be under.
<snip>
>Forced them to do things they are not ready for (Hands up
>those of you who think you can see where this is leading...)
>Isn't this sort of thing potentially damaging?

While I agree with what you are saying in general, have you
considered the possibility that the opposite conclusion
might be true in this particular case: that she was mature
enough for University (despite her mother's opinion) and has
made a valid choice about her sex life?  That she has met a
man whom she loves (or at least likes) and who loves her?

>Well, what I'd like to know is this - if you didn't think
>she was mature enough to look after herself, make her own
>decisions, especially concerning relationships, then why the
>heck did you send her off alone to a place where she'd have
>to make these decisions?  It's lunacy. I mean, honestly,
>what did they expect?  I mean, I feel sorry for the poor
>girl.  It must have been pretty awful for her.

Parents never think their children are mature enough.  As
I've said before, society in general devalues teenagers.

>Saw part 2 of the TV documentary _Sex from 8 to 18_.  Quite
>interesting.
>There was also a bit about a survey they did here in Britain
>about stages of sexual development.  They sent out
>questionnaires to families with eight year-old children,
>which had drawings of the genitalia - and breasts for girls
>- at various stages of development.  The idea was that the
>child tick the box next to the drawing which was most like
>them.
>There was a great bit with a set of triplets - they were
>really cute girls.  They were sitting with their mother,
>filling out this questionnaire (doing the "covering-the-
>eyes-and-going-ugh" act - "It's so rude", really cute!).
>Anyway, the mother had this questionnaire open, a
>double-sheet of A4 in front of her.  The first page was of
>the breasts - from no breasts at all to fully developed -
>and the page facing it was the female genitalia, graded from
>no hair at all to full growth.  The mother was filling it
>in, with the girls around her.  One of the girls was
>pointing at the second drawing of the genitals, saying
>"that's us".  The mother was doing the "huffing and puffing"
>type routine, flustering around.  The girl goes again "But
>mummy, that's us.  We've got some hair" and the mother goes
>"No, we've got to do this page first", pointing to the
>breasts.  It was quite funny, but also almost worrying.
>Maybe worrying isn't the right word, but you could see that
>this woman did _not_ want to hear that the had begun to grow
>hair.  I suppose it's that thing of being afraid/aware that
>you are losing your little girl, that she's becoming an
>adult.

How old were the triplets?  And where did the fit on the breast scale?

>After that was on, I watched "Les Miserables", the new film
>adaptation.
<snip>
>The
>girl is a beautiful six year- old.  (Une petite fille tres
>chouette, for all the francophones out there.  At least, as
>long as what I've said means "A very cute little girl", and
>not "A little girl very small owl".  It's been a couple of
>years since I did French.)

Ton franais est trs bien aussi.  Tu l'as appris  l'cole?  Je
suis fancophone.  (for our non-francophones: Your
french is very good as well [as your Russian].  Did you
learn it in school?  I am a francophone too)

>Bizarre appeal.  Anyone know any good university courses for
>a gl?  I've got to make some kind of decision soon.  I'm
>tempted by film studies, as I'm very interested in film.  My
>supposed direction is to go for law.  I'm having my doubts,
>though, as I'm not sure that law is really _me_. I suppose
>it'll save on costs for future court cases, though...

I think you would do well in journalism, as Ianthe suggests,
and law.  Your powers of argument seem quite considerable,
and I think you would make a good lawyer.  In the end, you
must do what will make you happy, and not what someone else
wants.  That is a lesson I learned the hard way, as I am not
using my university degree (which I did to please my
parents) in my present job (which I chose because I really
love it).

--

'True' wrote:
>I'm from the USA, and I grew up in Vermont. You may have heard
>we just had the first, legal 'marriage' in the US of gay people.
>They're not calling it a 'marriage' but that's what it is.
>Vermont is the first state to do this, I am very proud of my state.
>
>Sooner or latter other states will follow. Some of you may think
>this post is "off-topic" but I think its about "tolerance"!
>Little by little the public and the law will become more tolerant
>of people that are sexually different from what they think is the
>norm!

That is very well said: it is about tolerance, and change
doesn't happen over night.  The gay and lesbian movement has
won its legal battles in a few states, and is on its way in
the others.  The battle is now for the hearts and minds of
those who are opposed, usually because they fear the unknown:
"fear leads to anger, anger leads to hatred, and hatred
leads to the dark side of the force" - Yoda.

>'Easy Rider' wrote:
>>Well, I've had an education in video.  In America we use one
>>system and in most of Europe they use what is called PAL.
>>It turns out that you can buy a  VCR here that will show
>>PAL and also SEACAM which is used for films in France.
>>
>>Samsung makes one for about $500.  This will also play
>>American videos so it may be worth it to buy if you are
>>going to watch foreign films.

I replied:
>Thank you for that info, I've been looking for one.

The day after I wrote that, that unit was the runners-up
prize on "Jeopardy!"

>From BoyChat:
>I see all kinds of things where I work but one would
>never expect to videotape some live action on the job... but
>it has happened more than once.
<snip>
>How do you suppose the law handles situations like this?

IMHO, as this is a security camera, and assuming the place
has signs posted advising people there is a camera, then
there shouldn't be any repercussions on the store, as they
have no control over actions of passersby.  If a crime were
committed (for example, urinating in public is a crime in
some jurisdictions), then the tapes could be used as
evidence against the person being taped (which is, after
all, the whole point of a security camera).  If there are no
signs advising people of the camera, then the situation is a
little bit more problematic, depending on the jurisdiction.

--

'Rawdog' wrote:
>Let's say there was a place out there catering to the
>publishing of alternative fictional materials.
>So you write your story, and you even receive a small fee for
>each download by a reader, into your own account.  Now the author
>knows he has the right to write such a story, because after all,
>he lives in the 'land of the free', right?  Still, if there are
>any lawyers out there (NS?) the question is this - just how
>much would he have to worry about official types trying to figure
>out who he is by the account set up, and then trying to make his
>life miserable because he is still a sports coach?

I'm not a lawyer, but I have some knowledge of the law.  If
the story is fiction, and is identified as such, then it
should be protected by the First Amendment unless it
specifically advocates or counsels someone to commit a crime
(as opposed to advocating decriminalizing a given act,
which is protected speech).  If the story is true, and is
identified as such, it would then depend on the law in
effect at the time of the acts described.  If these were
illegal at the time, and the statute of limitations (if any)
has not passed, then the person could be prosecuted for the
acts (but not for the story) if sufficient evidence came
about.  Certain states also have laws prohibiting people
from profiting from their crimes by selling their stories,
and this might prevent the author from collecting his
royalties, but only if he were convicted.  If the story is
fiction, and the authorities still try to make the author's
life miserable, then they are leaving themselves open for an
abuse of authority suit.  Remember that this is just my
opinion, and I'm not a lawyer, so I may be wrong on some of
these points.

--

From the press clippings:
>USA: Literature: Censorship:
>July 2000
>_The 100 Most Banned & Frequently Challenged Books
>of 1990 - 1999_
>"Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of
>religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or
>abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press;"
>  -- The First Amendment
>  [http://www.ala.org/alaorg/oif/first.html]

Something Congressmen should be reminded of, I think.

>  35. _What's Happening to my Body? Book for Girls: A
>Growing-Up Guide for Parents & Daughters_ by Lynda Madaras

Available from Amazon.com and Chapters.ca.  Strongly recommended
by Canadian sex expert Sue Johanson, R.N. for parents and their children.

>
>  57. _Asking About Sex and Growing Up_ by Joanna Cole

Available from Amazon.com and Chapters.ca.

>
>  58. _What's Happening to my Body? Book for Boys: A
>Growing-Up Guide for Parents & Sons_ by Lynda Madaras

Available from Amazon.com and Chapters.ca.  Strongly recommended by
Canadian sex expert Sue Johanson, R.N. for parents and their children.

>
>  61. _Boys and Sex_ by Wardell Pomeroy

Out of print, but Amazon.com lists it, and will do an out of print
search on it.  Chapters.ca also lists it, but I don't know if they
do out of print searches.

>
>  93. _Sex Education_ by Jenny Davis

Available from Amazon.com and Chapters.ca.

>
>  98. _Girls and Sex_ by Wardell Pomeroy

Out of print, but Amazon.com lists it, and will do an out of print search on
it.  Chapters.ca also lists it, but I don't know if they do out of print
searches.

I plan on getting Ms. Madaras's books, as Sue is usually right on about such
things.  I have no kids yet, but these are good books, and considering
today's censorship, I'll get them while I can.  Dr. Pomeroy's books are also
good, and have a positive view of consensual intergenerational
relationships, though he doubts the motives of the older person.

'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Moongod' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Here is a quotation from the book "Woman: An Intimate Geography,"
by Natalie Angier:

                "As Freud and many others have observed,
very young children are more sexual creatures than grade-
school children are.  A girl of three or four gleefully
pokes and prods her body and the bodies of adults.  She
wants to explore her vagina, her clitoris, her anus, any
hole or pole she encounters, and much to the distress of her
queasy and hypersensitive parents, she may even ask to touch
her father's penis.  She is polymorphously perverse, as
Freud endearingly put it.  If she is going to experience the
so-called Electra complex, the female equivalent of the
Oedipal complex, when a girl loves her father and wants to
vanquish her mother, she may do it during this era of the
lewd toddler.

"The preschool girl's interest in sex reflects physiology,
and the bizarre on-again, off-again dialog between the
gonads and the region of the brain that oversees them.
Until girls and boys are three or four, a structure in the
hypothalamus called the gonadotropin-releasing hormone pulse
generator ticks and tocks and secretes tiny bursts of
reproductive hormones.

It's like a lighthouse flashing slowly but unerringly in the
fog, blip blip blip; every 90 minutes or so, out comes
another glint of hormones.  A girl's ovaries respond to the
pulsatile message.  They secret small amounts of ovarian
hormones in return.  Nothing serious  yet, not nearly enough
to grow breasts or ovulate, but still the little girls is
slightly waggish and slightly erotic.  Her body, all bodies,
fascinate her.  "At the end of toddlerhood, through a
mechanism that remains largely mysterious, the pulse
generator in the brain shuts down.  The clock stops.  It
ceases to secrete hormone signals.  The ovaries too fall
silent.  They retreat into hibernation.  For this reason, as
well as through the tutelage of social expectations, the
child is likely to turn prudish, to be easily embarrassed by
bodily functions, and the thought of touching her father's
penis, or any penis, or any part of any boy, may well make
her gag.  For the next seven years or so, she is an asexual,
agonadal creature, blissful and free, the way you are on a
journey, when you've left behind one set of cares and have
yet to greet the new ones.

"The first glimmerings of renewed care and perversity appear
at the age of 10, not as a result of gonadal activity but at
the behest of another set of organs: the adrenal glands ...."
( -- "Woman," pages 177-78)


In light of this, it may be unsurprising that some of us
LGLs (call us category B) are so attracted to girls of 3 or
4 (how about 2, 1, or less than 1? -- (call their lovers
category A)).  And it may also be very natural that some of
us like LGs of 10 and 11 (category D).  Are there any of us
who prefer LGs of 5, 6, 7, 8, or 9 (category C)?  If so, I
would like to hear from you (and also those in the other
categories) as to what you think about all this.  It sounds
like those in category C must have 'a hard row to hoe'.

Again, that is category A: for ages 0-2; category B: for
ages 3-4; category C: for ages 5-9; category D: for ages
10-11; category E: for ages 12-??.  (Maybe I should add
category X: for those who love little girls of all ages.
Also, maybe category D should be include some of those 9-YO
LGs, with puberty having an earlier onset these days.)  Have
any of you observed the sort of behavioural changes in LGs
that Natalie writes about?  (I can personally verify that 3
and 4 YO LGs are some of the most sexual creatures I have
ever seen.)

'Moongod'
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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